ObamaCare 


OVER 5.5 MILLION SERVET) 


The New Era Of 
Healthcare 


eEs "RE LOUD RRMEST R/CRME) PEE BeCI Ee 


el The N 
Rees | OBAMACARE 
A Pitysiciar \ 
V As 4 


10W TO RESIST ong 
EDERAL TYRANNY 
CENTORY 


Nullification ObamacCare 101 
Loaded with primary sources, Thomas Woods’ Nullification should become Find out what’s really in the new law and what you can expect long term. 
an action manual for committed activists to use on the issue of federal Sleeved DVD (2010, 23min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 


healthcare mandates and a host of other issues. (2010, 309pp, hb, $24.95) BKN 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDO101 


Pee 2 (2010, 24min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
A Physician’s Solution to Healthcare — DVD 999/$0.70ea; 1,000-+/$0.64ea) CD0101 


Neither of the country’s main political parties has a plan to dramatically 
lower healthcare costs and extend medical services to all of the needy — Dr. 


Alieta Eck has such a plan. Sleeved DVD (2010, 7min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; The New World of 
21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDPSH ObamaCare — Reprint 

. . Do you know what the passage of ObamaCare means for you and your 
Sick and Sicker family? Much more than health insurance is involved. This consists 
Where will ObamaCare lead America? Logan Darrow Clements shows of articles from the May 10 and August 16, 2010 issues of Tus NEw 
what happens when “the government becomes your doctor,’ using licensed American. The reprint also includes an organizational chart of the 
news footage from Canadian TV and interviews with doctors, patients, new healthcare system. (2010, 24pp, 1-24/$1.00ea; 25-99/$0.85ea; 100- 
journalists, and a health minister, as well as the producer’s own Canadian 499/$0.75ea; 500-999/$0.65ea; 1,000+/$0.50ea) RPO818 
relatives. (2010, cased DVD, 50min, 1/$15.95; 5-9/$14.95ea; 10-24/$13.95ea; 
25+/$12.95ea) DVDSAS 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE _ TOTAL PRICE + 
Eur /BS.org Mail completed form to: Obs Oo] 


ShopuBS « P.0. BOX 8040 4 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org ddeisapek aiagls oj 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 


Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD = SHIPPING/HANDLING i : 
SUBTOTAL © W/RESIDENTS aD SHIPS a ~——CTOTAL City State Zip 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. O Check O VISA O Discover ace as 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order ©) MasterCard QO American Express VISAMC/Discover American Express 


Three Digit V-Code Four Digit V-Code 


$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 


$150.00+ call call 


Signature 140407 


Amendment I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Amendment II.a well-regulated militia being necessary to 
the security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear 
arms shall not be infringed. 


Amendment TTI. No soldier shall, in time of peace, be 
quartered in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in 
time of war, but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Amendment IV. tie right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Amendment V. No person shall be held to answer for a 
capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or 
indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in time of war 
or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same offense 
to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of 


life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor shall private 
property be taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Amendment VI. in all criminal prosecutions the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial 
jury of the state and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Amendment VII. im suits at common law, where the 
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Amendment VIII. Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 
excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Amendment LX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 


Amendment X. The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the people. 
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American 
Tragedy and Triumph 


Your story on the plight of Native Ameri- 
cans (“The Ultimate Welfare State: The 
American Indian,” December 2, 2013) 
caused by the federal government’s “assis- 
tance” is a classic example of the destruc- 
tion of a once-proud people. However, the 
Lumbee Indian tribe, which as you noted 
is one that has, overall, achieved success 
with little help from the Indian Tribal 
Council or the federal government, has a 
“dirty little secret.” The reason for their 
non-dependent status is because of their 
origin. Lumbees are descendants of Na- 
tive Americans and former African slaves. 
Even among minorities they are a minor- 
ity. More power to them! 
JOHNNY THOMAS 
Murrells Inlet, South Carolina 


I think it is good that some high-profile, 
wealthy Americans adopt children from all 
over the world, as seen in countless news 
articles. It appears Russia and Africa are 
two of the largest beneficiaries. But maybe 
the wealthy could do a little to help closer 
to home. 

The United States was founded by peo- 
ple from Europe who came here and dislo- 
cated Native American Indians by force or 
just plain stole the land from them. Since 
then most “U.S. Indian Agents” have done 
much less than an efficient job helping the 
original owners of this country survive! 

But there are two Indian schools that 
receive no government aid and that sup- 
ply food, clothing, shelter, and an educa- 
tion for those in need. Ninety percent of 
the students/residents graduate from these 
schools and go on to college, where nearly 
100 percent graduate. 

It would be nice if our wealthy, high- 
profile citizens donated money to these 
schools, where the results not only help 
those in need but also help our country 
get on track. This surely beats giving food 
stamps to those who will not even help 
themselves in a lot of cases! 

These facilities are top-rated, do a won- 
derful job, and are in dire need of financial 
help, which is also tax deductible. They are 
St. Joseph’s Indian School in South Dakota 
and St. Labre Indian School in Montana. 

JOHN L. GALBREATH 
Mt. Sterling, Ohio 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Expanding “Government” 


Should we limit our definition and 
thinking of healthcare to “medical” 
health? What about Financial Health, 
Domestic Health, Mental Health, or even 
Transportation Health? Is it such a slip- 
pery slope to at least entertain the possi- 
bility that there are additional expansions 
of the definition of “healthcare” on our 
horizon? Of course not. 

The arguments being made about the 
disparity of access to healthcare is easily 
replaced by the idea of any of the above 
and more. We already began hearing the 
drumbeat at New York City Mayor Bill de 
Blasio’s inauguration. Admitted commu- 
nist advocate Harry Belafonte and former 
President Bill Clinton called for correc- 
tions to the “financial health” disparity in 
one of the country’s largest cities. Mayor 
de Blasio even said he can take changes 
made in New York City to America. 

Those sentiments were echoed in the 
online blogosphere and on the alphabet 
channels. We will soon see what comes 
after ObamaCare, but the crystal ball tells 
me we may already know. 

Hon. TIM MARDEN 
Sent via e-mail 


Bold Morality 


I thought Selwyn Duke’s article on Duck 
Dynasty, and the lesson it teaches us about 
being proactive in influencing society, 
was excellent (“Ducking the Real Issue 
on Duck Dynasty, February 3). Person- 
ally, I adhere to the libertarian/conserva- 
tive view of extremely limited government 
because it best fits with my Christian be- 
liefs. Christianity, through the power of 
the gospel, has the ability to transform 
society. Therefore, I don’t need or want 
the government to do the converting or 
defining of reality for me. Duke is correct 
that this then puts the onus on all of us to 
live out our values and beliefs daily; with 
God’s help, may we all do this with greater 
courage and zeal. 
NATHANIEL GILBERT 
Sent via e-mail 
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Obama Declares Budget Cuts Don’t Apply to ACA 


In his proposed budget for 2015, President Obama removed his 
healthcare plan from the list of federal programs that will be sub- 
ject to the automatic cuts triggered by the sequester. 

A report published March 12 by the Committee for a Respon- 
sible Federal Budget (CRFB) first revealed the president’s plan. 
The blog post reported: 


The administration’s Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) released its report to Congress on Monday detailing 
the sequester’s impact on mandatory spending programs for 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2015, and it shows a notable about-face on 
the fate of the ACA’s cost-sharing subsidies. The OMB had 
previously indicated that they were subject to sequestration 
just last year. 

The estimated $8 billion in cost-sharing subsidies sched- 


uled to be paid to insurers in FY 2015 will therefore be spared 
the sequester’s roughly 7 percent haircut, as will the $156 
billion projected to be spent over the following nine years. 


Apparently, the president will make up the difference by making 
deeper cuts in other federal programs. CRFB’s report indicates: 


Importantly, this exemption slightly increases the percent- 
age reduction that other mandatory programs will face, in- 
cluding two of the three R’s intended to protect insurers 
against adverse selection in the health exchanges — risk 
adjustment and reinsurance payments. Together, these two 
programs, which help plans that end up with higher-cost 
enrollees, are set to be cut by nearly a billion dollars in FY 
2015 as a result of the sequester. 


However, the grants the president promised to send states to help 
them set up the exchanges required under the Affordable Care Act 
will not be spared the sequester’s scythe. The CRFB blog claims 
“The sequester would also reduce funding for grants to help states 
run their ACA insurance exchanges, by $61 million in FY 2015.” 

President Obama may claim that his executive actions to pro- 
tect his pet legislation are necessary and proper; in reality, how- 
ever, he is usurping legislative powers belonging to Congress 
every time he changes so much as a comma, let alone makes 
substantive changes such as those announced last week regarding 
the sequester exemption. 


Thanks to Fracking, America Will Pass Saudi Arabia in Oil Production 


Thanks to the success of U.S. oil companies engaged in hydraulic 
fracturing, or “fracking” — a process used to extract oil trapped 
in shale formations — the United States will soon pass Saudi Ara- 
bia as the world’s largest oil producer. Both Saudi Arabia and the 
United States have passed Russia for the top spot in recent years. 

The Economist reported on February 15 that U.S. oil produc- 
tion reached a peak of 9.6 million barrels per day (bpd) in 1970, 
then declined to less than five million bpd in 2008. About that 
time, independent oil producers began adapting the new tech- 
nologies of hydraulic fracturing (“fracking’’) and horizontal drill- 
ing (which had previously been used to tap natural gas found in 
shale) to reach shale oil. 

The International Energy Agency has issued projections that 
the United States will displace Saudi Arabia as the world’s largest 
oil producer by 2015. By 2020, notes a March 12 report in Invest- 
ing Daily, the United States will produce 11.6 million barrels a 
day. During the same period, Saudi Arabia’s output is expected 
to fall from 11.7 million bpd to 10.6 million bpd. 

In “America’s Energy Edge,” an essay in the March/April issue 
of Foreign Affairs (the journal of the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions), Robert D. Blackwill and Meghan L. O’ Sullivan noted that 
the fracking boom “has succeeded in reversing the long decline 
in U.S. crude oil production, which grew by 50 percent between 


2008 and 2013. Thanks to these developments, the United States 
is now poised to become an energy superpower.” 

The U.S. oil industry has responded with many innovative tech- 
niques to provide for America’s energy needs, including build- 
ing the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System, building offshore drilling 
platforms, and using fracking to vastly increase oil production. 
Each of these methods has come under heavy attack by the more 
extreme segments of the environmental lobby. While every indi- 
vidual with common sense wants to protect our environment from 
harmful effects, shutting down energy is not necessary to protect 
the environment. Our free enterprise system provides both the 
incentive and the know-how to create affordable, plentiful energy 
that is environmentally friendly. 


INSIDE TRACK 


President Proposes Doubling Tax Subsidy for the Poor 


President Obama’s proposal to double the earned income tax 
credit (EITC) for the working poor on March 4 came with all 
the promises of attendant benefits that such an expansion would 
provide: It would reduce poverty while encouraging people who 
are not working to get jobs, and it would expand existing law to 
cover an additional 16 million families, with 30 million children. 

The president pointed to various studies that “proved” that 
the present program had lifted some families above the poverty 
level while encouraging some stay-at-home moms to enter the 
workforce. 

President Obama claimed that the proposed expansion of ben- 
efits would be budget-neutral: “The ... proposal to expand the 
childless worker’s EITC would advance all of these goals, with- 
out adding to deficits.” 

That was on page 14 of the report. On page 15 came the bad 
news: There would, by necessity, be tax increases to pay for the 
program, including raising taxes on those rich hedge fund manag- 
ers who have been taking part of their compensation in the form 
of capital gains, which are taxed at a rate that “is significantly 
below the ... effective Federal income and payroll tax rate for a 
single childless worker making $50,000.” 


These changes are all positive, according to the president: 
“These proposals will help reorient the tax code to reward work 
for low-wage workers while making sure that highly-compensat- 
ed professionals pay taxes on their incomes like everyone else.” 

Despite surface attractiveness and support for such programs 
by alleged conservatives, sending money to people who haven’t 
earned it violates the primary underlying principle of a free society: 
the right to private property. To say that what one earns isn’t his 
unless the government says so turns sovereign citizens into slaves. 


NSA Creates Fake Facebook Server to Trap Targets 
| 


AP Images 


In order to install malware on the computers of various sup- 
posedly hard-to-reach targets, the National Security Agency 
(NSA) pretends to be Facebook, giving them instant access to 
the computers, webcams, microphones, and files of those fooled 
by the ruse. 

This is just one of the several revelations in the latest leak 
by Edward Snowden to be made public by Glenn Greenwald on 
March 12. 

In his new outlet, The Intercept, Greenwald and his colleague 
Ryan Gallagher also describe how documents obtained by the 
former NSA subcontractor reveal the NSA’s plan to “infect mil- 
lions of computers with malware.” 

Beyond masquerading as a Facebook server, the intelligence 


agency would send out spam e-mail “laced with the malware, 
which can be tailored to covertly record audio from a computer’s 
microphone and take snapshots with its webcam.” 

Although purportedly developed to target specific individuals 
whom the NSA identified as worthy of electronic surveillance, 
Greenwald reported that the information he and Gallagher re- 
viewed reveals that leadership of the agency worked feverishly 
to reduce the amount of human participation in the program. The 
reason for the haste? 

According to the NSA’s own report, the system, codenamed 
“TURBINE,” was rapidly automated in order to “allow the cur- 
rent implant network to scale to large size (millions of implants) 
by creating a system that does automated control implants by 
groups instead of individually.” 

Although Facebook has had no official response to these lat- 
est revelations of the NSA’s co-opting of its brand as a surveil- 
lance tool, CEO and founder Mark Zuckerberg reported March 
13 that he called President Obama to complain about the govern- 
ment’s ham-fisted treatment of the Internet. “I’ve called President 
Obama to express my frustration over the damage the govern- 
ment is creating for all of our future. Unfortunately, it seems like 
it will take a very long time for true full reform,” Zuckerberg 
wrote in a blog post. 

“The internet is our shared space. It helps us connect. It spreads 
opportunity,” he added. “This is why I’ve been so confused and 
frustrated by the repeated reports of the behavior of the U.S. gov- 
ernment. When our engineers work tirelessly to improve security, 
we imagine we’re protecting you against criminals, not our own 
government.” Hl 
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QUICKQUOTES 


Senator Counters Military Official’s Defense of Afghan Strategy 
“Can you honestly tell the American people — the people in West Vir- 
ginia, that we should be in Afghanistan, stay in Afghanistan, and it’s our 
purpose to do that? This makes no sense to any West Virginian at all, not 
anywhere I go in my state.” 

Pressing General Joseph Dunford, the leader of U.S. forces in Afghani- Joe 
stan, Senator Joe Manchin (D-W. Va.) sharply disagreed that the United Manchin 
States should keep some forces in the beleaguered country after 2014. 


Democrats Losing Support Among White Male Voters 

“Realistically, winning votes from working-class white men has just been 
a very tough political challenge for Democrats.” 

Democratic pollster Geoff Garin suggests that concentrating on women, young people, and Hispanics 
would be a more profitable way to spend effort in the 2014 elections. 


Congress Divided Over the Future of the Export-Import Bank 

“The U.S. Export-Import Bank has no business subsidizing foreign airlines that are perfectly able to 
finance their aircraft purchases in the private market without government assistance.” 

Delta Airlines spokesman Trebor Banstetter pointed to Ex-Im Bank’s aid in helping Air India purchase 
Boeing aircraft. He claimed that such aid makes Delta’s ability to compete with foreign airlines more 
difficult. Some members of Congress are calling for abolition of this bank. 


SAT Chief Presents His Reason for 

Altering the Increasingly Controversial Test 

“Tt is time for the College Board to say in a clearer voice that the culture 
and practice of costly test preparation that has arisen around admissions 
exams drives the perception of inequality and injustice in our country.” 
An architect of the Common Core curriculum standards, David Coleman 
has led the College Board, the creator of the SAT, since 2012. 


Hopes Exist That the U.S. Gas Boom Can Diminish Putin’s Influence 
David “Russia has always used gas as an instrument of influence. The more you 
Coleman owe Gazprom, the more they think they can turn the screws.” 

Supplying natural gas to numerous countries to its west has enabled Rus- 
sia to exert undue influence over those countries. But the recent discovery of huge natural-gas deposits 
within the United States could loosen Russia’s hold on these energy-poor countries, according to editor 
David Dalton of the Economist Intelligence Unit. 


AP Images 


Republican Victory in Florida House Race Cheers GOP Partisans 

“One of Nancy Pelosi’s most prized candidates was ultimately brought down because of her unwavering 
support for ObamaCare, and that should be a loud warning for other Democrats running coast to coast.” 
Republican David Jolly defeated Democrat Alex Sink in a race for the congressional seat formerly held 
for 40 years by deceased GOP Congressman C.W. Bill Young. National Republican Congressional Com- 
mittee Chairman Greg Walden (R-Ore.) was obviously delighted with the result. 


Nobel Prize-winning Economist 

Sees Trouble Ahead if Trade Agreements Are Enacted 

“Trade agreements are a subject that can cause the eyes to glaze over, but 

we should all be paying attention. Right now, there are trade proposals 

in the works that threaten to put most Americans on the wrong side of 

globalization.” 

Columbia University economist Joseph E. Stiglitz referred mainly to the 

Trans-Pacific Partnership while noting that it is not alone in threatening 

consequences for the United States. The other trade agreement being ne- 

gotiated, the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership, would cre- 

ate dramatic integration of the United States with the European Union. @ 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus 
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The New Era Of 
Healthcare 


With its underenrollment of expected participants, cost overruns, and implementation 
delays to save Democrat election hopes, ObamaCare is set to smash American healthcare. 


by Michael Tennant 


GG [= is real simple,” President 
Barack Obama said on Sep- 
tember 26, 2013. “It’s a web- 

site where you can compare and purchase 


affordable health insurance plans side by 
side the same way you shop for a plane 


10 


ticket on Kayak, same way you shop for a 
TV on Amazon. You just go on, and you 
start looking, and here are all the options.” 

Five days later, Healthcare.gov, the fed- 
eral health-insurance exchange website, 
was opened to the public — and promptly 
crashed, a casualty of what the New York 
Times called “a huge gap between the ad- 


ministration’s grand hopes and the prac- 
ticalities of building a website that could 
function on opening day.” 

For the next three months, millions of 
uninsured Americans found it difficult, if 
not impossible, to purchase coverage that 
the Affordable Care Act (ACA), better 
known as ObamaCare, required them to 
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have come 2014. To add insult to injury, 
many of them were in this predicament 
solely because their previous policies 
had been canceled for failing to meet the 
ACA’s requirements. 


Unfair Exchange 

By January, the site at least enabled indi- 
viduals to select and pay for health plans 
— a far cry from the administration’s 
dream but a significant improvement over 
its day-one performance. For many, how- 
ever, this was not the end of their troubles 
but simply the beginning of new ones, 
chief among them finding a plan that met 
their needs and their budget. 

“The individual mandate is not just a 
mandate to have insurance, but a mandate 
to have the specific type of insurance that 
the government has directed,” the Cato 
Institute’s Michael Tanner observed in a 
January paper. Specifically, he explained, 
an insurance plan must “meet certain gov- 
ernment-defined standards for ‘minimum 
essential coverage,” “have an actuarial 
value (the average percentage of health 
care expenses that will be paid by the 
plan) of at least 60 percent,” and “comply 
with all the various insurance regulations 
included in the ACA.” 

These requirements have caused many 
insurers to shy away from the exchanges. 
“Despite claims of increased choice and 
competition on the exchanges, an analysis 
of federal data by the insurance consulting 
firm HealthPocket found that the average 
number of plans offered in a state de- 
creased from 117 health plans in 2013 to 
only 41 in the exchanges,” Tanner wrote. 
“In two-thirds of states, consumers have 
a half dozen or fewer [insurance] provid- 
ers to choose from.... An analysis done 
for the New York Times found that in 58 
percent of the counties nationwide where 
the federal government is running health 
care exchanges, the marketplaces ‘have 
plans offered by just one or two insurance 
carriers,’ and in approximately 530 most- 
ly rural counties, “only a single insurer is 
participating.” 

Even if one settles for one of the ex- 
change plans — plans that, absent signifi- 
cant subsidies, will generally cost much 
more than comparable pre-ObamaCare 
plans — he may still run into an even 
thornier problem: finding healthcare pro- 
viders who will accept it. In an effort to 
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keep costs down, most plans 
sold on exchanges have so- =e 
called narrow networks — 
relatively small lists of pro- 
viders whose services they 
will reimburse. a 

“That’s a big frustration to nan 
my clients who heard their 
president promise that if 
you like your doctor you can VI 
keep them,” New Hampshire ih 
insurance broker Thomas 
Harte told CNN. “Sure, you 
can keep them if you pay cash for their ser- 
vices. But if you want your new insurance 
to cover that doctor visit, forget it. You’re 
going to have to switch.” 

Only one insurer is participating in 
New Hampshire’s exchange, and its plans 
exclude 38 percent of the acute-care hos- 
pitals in the state, including the one in 
Concord, forcing residents of the state 
capital with exchange coverage to travel to 
Manchester, 25 miles away, for in-network 
hospital treatment. Other states are experi- 
encing similar issues. 

The frustrations of Healthcare.gov com- 
bined with the limited options it offers 
have caused many uninsured Americans to 
eschew coverage altogether. This, in turn, 
could prove to be a huge embarrassment 
for the Obama administration. Accord- 
ing to the Wall Street Journal, as many as 
5.5 million Americans were served with 
insurance cancellation notices as a result 


of ObamaCare. Yet as of February 1, the 
administration was claiming that only 
3.3 million had enrolled in coverage on 
an exchange. That number is inflated be- 
cause the administration counts every per- 
son who has selected a plan as enrolled 
whether or not the individual has paid his 
first month’s premium. CNNMoney re- 
ported that of the 2.1 million people who 
had selected plans by the end of 2013, 
“between 12% and 30%” hadn’t yet paid 
their first premiums by the end of January 
and would therefore have their coverage 
terminated. If the actual, paid enrollment 
number doesn’t approach 5.5 million by 
March 31, the end of the enrollment pe- 
riod, the White House is going to have a 
lot of explaining to do. 

For that matter, the enrollment count 
really needs to exceed 5.5 million. After 
all, the stated purpose of the ACA was to 
extend coverage to the previously unin- 
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Oh, the Humana-ty: Faced with an influx of older and sicker beneficiaries but few younger and 


healthier ones, insurers are seeking huge bailouts under ObamaCare. 


sured. If only those whose insurance was 
canceled enroll in new coverage, that will 
still leave millions of folks uninsured. 

The January Kaiser Health Tracking 
Poll suggests this may indeed be the case. 
The survey found that the ACA’s favor- 
ability rating among the uninsured had 
fallen to its lowest level ever (24 percent), 
with nearly twice as many uninsured (47 
percent) holding an unfavorable view of 
the law. “More than half of the uninsured 
(54 percent) say the law hasn’t made much 
difference for their families, and the share 
who feel they’re worse off as a result of 
the law is more than twice the share who 
feel they’re better off (30 percent versus 
13 percent),” wrote Kaiser. “When asked 
about the uninsured as a group, those with- 
out coverage are more likely to say the law 
has left this group worse off than better (39 
percent versus 26 percent).” 

As important as the number of people 
who are enrolling is the type of people 
who are enrolling. Because the ACA re- 
quires insurers to accept all applicants 
and to charge them roughly the same rates 
regardless of pre-existing conditions, the 
only way for insurers to recoup the costs of 
the benefits they will now be forced to pay 


to the chronically ill is to get a significant 
contingent of young, healthy people to buy 
coverage at greatly increased premiums. If 
this does not occur, everyone’s insurance 
rates will have to increase, driving even 
more healthy people out of the market, 
leading to more rate hikes and more drop- 
outs, and so on, in what is known as an 
insurance “death spiral.” 

“In order to avoid such a death spiral,” 
wrote Tanner, 


the Obama administration estimated 
that it will need roughly 38 percent 
of people buying insurance through 
the exchanges to be under the age 
of 35. The early demographic data 
suggests that actual enrollment is 
falling far short of this goal. Enroll- 
ment data released in January by 
HHS [the Department of Health and 
Human Services] estimated that just 
24 percent of those signing up for 
insurance were aged 18-35. Data 
available from individual states ap- 
pears equally troubling. For exam- 
ple, in Connecticut and Kentucky, 
fewer than 20 percent of those 
buying insurance on the exchanges 

_ were under 35. In Mary- 
land, the early numbers 
are only slightly better, at 
around 27 percent. Even 
in California, where the 
website has functioned 
more smoothly (presum- 
ably making it more at- 


tractive for young people), just 22 
percent of those enrolling are young 
and healthy, while 56 percent of 
those signing up are over the age 
of 45. Humana, one of the nation’s 
largest insurers, reports that, so far, 
enrollment in its exchange-based 
plans has been far “more adverse 
than previously expected.” 


In fact, things are so bad at Humana that 
the company is seeking a federal bailout 
of $250 million to $450 million this year. 
Yes, you read that correctly: Insurance 
companies, who are getting a captive 
customer base courtesy of ObamaCare, 
are also in line for bailouts if things go 
badly. Specifically, the law has three 
risk-management programs to help insur- 
ers stay afloat in the flood of new, sick 
beneficiaries; two of those programs are 
funded by taxes. 

The ACA has earmarked $25 billion 
for the risk-management programs over 
the next three years. As long as the cash is 
flowing, insurers will probably keep rates 
from rising too rapidly and a death spiral 
from setting in, insurance-industry con- 
sultant Robert Laszewski predicted on his 
blog. He believes that when insurers see 
the end of the gravy train on the horizon, 
“They will be eager to transition their rates 
to their proper level for 2016 rather than 
face a huge adjustment in 2017 when the 
... program ends.” At that point, the death 
spiral may very well be set in motion. 


The High Cost of “Free” Care 

Another area of serious concern is the 
imbalance between the number of people 
obtaining private — albeit often highly 
subsidized — coverage and those getting 
a completely free ride on the taxpayers’ 
dime. 

ObamaCare expanded Medicaid, a 
joint federal-state program, to cover 
households making up to 138 percent of 
the federal poverty level and essentially 
forced states to comply with this expan- 
sion. The Supreme Court, in its infamous 
ruling upholding the individual mandate, 
also declared the Medicaid expansion 
optional. Since then only half the states 
have chosen to participate, yet according 
to the Obama administration, the number 
of people enrolling in Medicaid is still 
over six million — nearly twice as many 
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as have selected a private exchange plan 
and probably more than twice as many as 
have actually paid for one. 

The reason for this is simple, said Devon 
Herrick, Ph.D., a healthcare economist 
with the Dallas-based National Center 
for Policy Analysis: “People prefer things 
free to things that cost money.” But as the 
old saying goes, there’s no such thing as a 
free lunch, and people who have signed up 
for Medicaid may soon discover that their 
“free” healthcare comes at a steep price. 

For one thing, Medicaid reimbursement 
rates are extremely low, so finding a doc- 
tor willing to accept Medicaid can be dif- 
ficult. Medicaid patients, therefore, often 
turn to emergency rooms, which are for- 
bidden by federal law to refuse treatment 
to anyone, for routine care. A recent study 
published in the journal Science found that 
after Oregon expanded its Medicaid cover- 
age in 2009, choosing those who would 
receive coverage at random from among 
all eligible adults, those who gained cov- 
erage visited ERs 40 percent more often 
than those who did not. Moreover, most 
of these ER visits were not for genuine 
emergencies but for “primary care treat- 
able” needs, the study said. 

The cost of “free” healthcare is even 
higher for those 55 and older — or, rather, 


individuals © 


for their heirs. When an individual who 
received Medicaid benefits after turning 
55 dies, the state is required by law to re- 
cover those costs from the deceased per- 
son’s estate. Considering how high those 
costs could run, that could easily mean 
that the deceased’s house, farm, or busi- 
ness must be sold, and any savings seized, 
to pay for the “free” healthcare. As Bob 
Adelmann put it in THE NEw AMERICAN 
online, Medicaid “coverage is really not 
free, but instead a hidden secured loan 
whose terms aren’t explicit.” 

Medicaid isn’t free for taxpayers, ei- 
ther. It is already the third-largest federal 
program, costing over $265 billion a year, 
and its expansion under ObamaCare is 
only going to make matters worse. The 
Congressional Budget Office projects 
that by 2023 it will cost $554 billion, 
more than twice its current tab. Since 
state governments also have to pay a por- 
tion of the cost ($160 billion in 2013), 
they can expect to shell out even more as 
enrollment grows, putting greater strains 
on their budgets. 

ObamaCare also indirectly contributes 
to increased Medicaid costs by raising 
taxes on insurers. One of these taxes is 
expected to raise $150 billion over a de- 
cade. Those buying insurance out of their 
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own pockets can expect their premiums 
to rise by as much as 2.5 percent to cover 
much of the cost of the tax, according to 
a 2011 report from Congress’ Joint Com- 
mittee on Taxation. But private insurers 
also manage many state Medicaid pro- 
grams and will be taxed for the coverage 
they provide under those programs. “With 
the tax kicking in this year, companies 
that manage Medicaid plans are argu- 
ing that the added cost should be shifted 
[to state governments], and states seem 
willing to comply,” reported Bloomberg, 
adding that a study by actuarial firm Mil- 
liman Inc. found that “the strategy may 
add $36 billion to $39 billion to the cost 
of Medicaid over a decade.” 

Individuals aren’t the only ones facing 
higher taxes because of the Medicaid ex- 
pansion. Employers, too, could take a hit, 
although the paradox is that they may do 
so precisely because the states in which 
they are located chose not to participate in 
the expansion. 

The ACA requires employers with 50 
or more full-time employees to offer af- 
fordable coverage to their employees. For 
each employee who, finding his employ- 
er-sponsored plan unaffordable, obtains 
subsidized coverage on an exchange, the 
employer will be penalized up to $3,000 
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per year. There is no penalty, however, 
for employees who obtain coverage via 
Medicaid. 

In states participating in the Medicaid 
expansion, more employees will qualify 
for Medicaid, and thus each employer’s 
exposure to the employer-mandate pen- 
alty will be lower. In the remaining states, 
employees who would have qualified for 
Medicaid under the expansion (those earn- 
ing 101 percent to 138 percent of the fed- 
eral poverty level) will have to get cover- 
age on the exchange, where they will be 
eligible for subsidies. Their employers 
will then have to pay the penalty. Jackson 
Hewitt Tax Service estimates that begin- 
ning in 2015, employers in the 25 states 
not expanding Medicaid will pay between 
$1.03 billion and $1.55 billion in addition- 
al penalties annually. 


Obama’s Revealing Responses 
One need not, however, take this maga- 
zine’s word for it that ObamaCare is al- 
ready in trouble. A quick glance at the 
Obama administration’s recent actions 
will bear that out all too quickly. 

For example, last summer the adminis- 
tration postponed the employer mandate, 
which was to have taken effect in January, 
for an entire year. Then, in early Febru- 
ary, it put the mandate on hold for another 
12 months for employers with 50 to 99 
employees and reduced the percentage of 
workers that larger employers must insure 
next year. 

It would be comforting to believe that 
the administration was simply doing the 
right thing to help businesses, many of 
which have stopped hiring because of 
uncertainty as to how the ACA will af- 
fect them. However, even the Washington 
Post, hardly a foe of Obama or Obama- 
Care, couldn’t help noticing that “many 
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across the ideological spec- 
trum viewed [the delay] as 
an effort by the White House 
to defuse another health-care 
controversy before the fall 
midterm elections.” 

“The reason why, I think, 
the administration in some 
cases is listening to busi- 
ness interests is that there are 
some senators in some areas 
that are facing headwinds, 
and they’re doing their best 
to soften the impact to preserve a majority 
in the Senate,” Herrick said. “So while I’d 
like to think they’re slowing down because 
they’re seeing the light, they’re probably 
just slowing down because they think that 
... it could cost their supporters seats in the 
Senate and maybe even seats in the House.” 

Despite Republican calls to give indi- 
viduals the same breaks employers have 
received, the administration has refused 
to delay the individual mandate across 
the board. But faced with the public- 
relations nightmare of ACA-induced in- 
surance cancellations and a website that 
made it nearly impossible for those with 
canceled insurance to buy new policies, 
the administration took three actions to 
try to improve the public’s perception of 
the law’s implementation. 

First, in November the administration 
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gave insurers the option to reinstate the can- 
celed policies for another year — a course 
of action that proved to be more easily said 
than done both because insurers found it 
difficult to resurrect the policies and be- 
cause many states refused to permit it. 

Second, in mid-December it extended 
until December 31 the deadline for indi- 
viduals who had selected a plan to pay 
their first month’s premium and then 
strong-armed insurers into giving a month 
of coverage to these folks even if they 
hadn’t paid by the end of the year. Both 
of these were direct results of the fact 
that Healthcare.gov was not prepared to 
transmit payments to insurers at the time 
it went live. In fact, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services Deputy Chief In- 
formation Officer Henry Chao told the 
House Energy and Commerce Committee 
on November 19 that “30 to 40 percent” of 
Healthcare.gov’s software, including “the 
payments system,” was still in develop- 
ment at that time. 

Third, these measures having failed to 
get enough people insured, the administra- 
tion in late December gave those whose 
policies had been canceled a year’s ex- 
emption from the individual mandate and 
allowed them to purchase catastrophic 
coverage that the ACA prohibits them 
from buying. 

These moves may have helped win 


Crash course: Having lost their insurance to ObamaCare, millions of Americans found it nearly 
impossible to obtain new policies via Healthcare.gov, which for months frequently crashed and 
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one PR battle, but they exacerbated the 
adverse-selection problem by allowing 
young, healthy people either to remain un- 
insured or to buy lower-cost policies (their 
reinstated ones or new catastrophic ones), 
which will surely lead to larger insurance- 
company bailouts. 

The problem was further exacerbated 
by the administration’s early-March rul- 
ing that noncompliant plans may now 
remain in force through 2016 — and, in 
some cases, through 2017. The decision 
was nakedly political: Along with the 
previously reinstated individual policies, 
many small-group policies, which had 
been locked in for 2014 under an ACA 
loophole, would have faced cancellation 
in the fall, just before midterm elections 
that threaten Democrats’ control of the 
Senate. The White House downplayed 
the number of people affected by the rule, 
but a November American Enterprise 
Institute study found that the administra- 
tion expected “half to two-thirds of small 
businesses would have policies canceled 
or be compelled to send workers onto the 
ObamaCare exchanges,” according to Fox 
News. “They predicted up to 100 million 
small and large business policies could be 
canceled [in 2014].” 

The administration has also exempted 
certain powerful constituencies from 
particular aspects of ObamaCare. Labor 
unions’ health plans, for instance, are 
getting a pass on the law’s $25 billion re- 
insurance tax. But since the full amount 
of the tax must be collected, guess who 
will end up paying what was supposed to 
be unions’ share: Americans who aren’t 
union members, of course. Congress, too, 
got a helping hand from the White House, 
which pressured the Office of Personnel 
Management into ruling that, in essence, 
the federal government is a small busi- 
ness, enabling the Treasury to continue 
subsidizing health insurance for legisla- 
tors and their staffs — in clear violation 
of the ACA. 


Challenges to OhamaCare 
All of this suggests that ObamaCare is 
on very shaky ground indeed. The next 
several months, which include the afore- 
mentioned elections, may be critical to the 
law’s continued existence. 

If insurers find that they are getting 
stuck with huge numbers of sick people 
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Saved by the polls (or pols, if you prefer): Thanks to election-year politics, millions of small 
businesses have been spared cancellation of their health plans through at least 2016 — just one 
of many ACA exemptions handed out by the Obama administration. 


without an adequate number of healthy 
people to cover costs, they will seek sig- 
nificant bailouts. Bloomberg columnist 
Megan McArdle maintains that these 
will be “wildly unpopular: The adminis- 
tration has spent three years saying that 
Obamacare was the antidote to abuses by 
Big, Bad Insurance Companies, and sud- 
denly it’s a mechanism to funnel taxpayer 
money to them?” 

The subsidies will also clue Americans 
into the fact that when the simoleon spigot 
is turned off in 2016, their insurance rates 
are going to skyrocket, as ObamaCare 
opponents have long predicted. That, 
too, will hardly endear the law to them, 
especially considering that half of them, 
according to the Kaiser poll, already dis- 
like it. 

ObamaCare is also under assault in the 
courts, and some of the cases could have 
far-reaching implications. 

At present, the most high-profile of 
these cases are those challenging the HHS 
ruling that employer-sponsored health 
plans must include coverage for contra- 
ceptives, including those that can induce 
abortions. Hobby Lobby, a chain of craft 
stores headquartered in Oklahoma, and 
Conestoga Wood Specialties, a Pennsyl- 
vania cabinetry company, have both taken 
the federal government to court for forc- 
ing them to violate their owners’ religious 


convictions via the contraceptive mandate. 
Hobby Lobby won a preliminary injunc- 
tion against the law last July, while Con- 
estoga Wood Specialties lost its case. The 
losing sides in both cases appealed to the 
Supreme Court, which will hear their ap- 
peals this spring. 

Another case, Sissel v. Department of 
Health and Human Services, argues that if 
the individual mandate is, as the Supreme 
Court ruled, a tax, it should be invalidat- 
ed on the grounds that the law originated 
in the Senate; the Constitution requires 
all revenue-raising bills to originate in 
the House. The bill that became the ACA 
originated in the House under a different 
name as an uncontroversial change to the 
tax code. The Senate renamed the bill and 
replaced its contents with what became 
the healthcare monstrosity; only the bill 
number was left unchanged. For all in- 
tents and purposes, therefore, the bill that 
became law as the ACA originated in the 
Senate. The Pacific Legal Foundation, 
which filed the case, lost in district court 
but appealed to the D.C. Circuit Court of 
Appeals. The appeal was accepted, and 
the foundation is awaiting the scheduling 
of oral arguments. 

Sen. Ron Johnson (R-Wis.) has a case 
pending in federal court in his home state 
to overturn Congress’ ObamaCare exemp- 
tion on the grounds that it violates both the 
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ObamaCare in the dock: Battling “unlawful executive overreach,” Sen. Ron Johnson (R-Wis.) is 
suing to overturn Congress’ ObamaCare exemption, joining a raft of other court challenges to the 


healthcare law. 


language of the ACA and the equal protec- 
tion clause of the Constitution. 

The case of Coons v. Lew (originally 
Coons v. Geithner), filed by the Goldwa- 
ter Institute, challenges the ACA’s cre- 
ation of the Independent Payment Advi- 
sory Board (IPAB), which has the power 
to determine which treatments Medicare 
will cover and at what rates. The suit con- 
tends that IPAB violates the plaintiff’s 
medical autonomy and privacy rights 
and is an unconstitutional delegation of 
Congress’ legislative authority. The case 
was dismissed in an Arizona district court 
but was appealed to the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals, which had scheduled 
oral arguments on January 28 but unex- 
pectedly postponed them. “The implica- 
tions of this case may be greater for the 
constitutional separation of powers and 
Congress’s long-standing practice of del- 
egation on issues such as environmental 
protection other than on ACA itself,” 
Tanner argued. But, he pointed out, “if 
IPAB were to be struck down, it could 
make ACA even more financially unsus- 
tainable than it already is.” 

Finally, there is Halbig v. Sebelius, 
which Tanner says is “perhaps the big- 
gest threat to ACA.” Halbig claims that 
the federal government has no authority 
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to offer health-insurance subsidies on the 
federal exchange because the law spe- 
cifically states that subsidies are available 
only on state exchanges. The D.C. Dis- 
trict Court ruled against the plaintiffs in 
January, and they are now appealing. If the 
plaintiffs ultimately prevail, it will mean 
not just the end of the subsidies in states 
where the federal government is running 
the exchange but also the nullification 
of the employer mandate in those states 
since the mandate is only triggered if an 
employee obtains subsidized coverage. 
Speaking of nullification, state efforts 
to protect their citizens from ObamaCare 
continue to surface. The latest tack is to 
prohibit state employees from participat- 
ing in enforcement of the ACA, a legal 
strategy based on the doctrine that states 
cannot be coerced into enforcing federal 
laws — a principle “upheld by the Su- 
preme Court in four major cases from 
1842 to 2012,” 
according to the 
Tenth Amendment 
Center. Several 
states, including 
Indiana, South 
Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Georgia, 
Oklahoma, Mis- 


souri, and West Virginia, have introduced 
legislation along these lines. 

Republicans in Washington also have 
plans to deal with ObamaCare should 
they prevail at the ballot box, but beware: 
One such scheme is being cooked up by 
neoconservatives under the rubric of the 
2017 Project. This allegedly conserva- 
tive alternative to the ACA also includes 
subsidies for the purchase of insurance; 
limits on employer-sponsored insurance; 
federal spending on state “high-risk” 
insurance pools; and, yes, “new regula- 
tions” to force insurers to cover people 
with pre-existing conditions at no in- 
creased cost. 


Prognosis, Doctor? 

What, then, does the future hold for 
ObamaCare? No one really knows, but 
Herrick offered one plausible scenario. 
He still doesn’t believe the ACA will be 
repealed outright, but he thinks the “grow- 
ing pressure to amend the law” may lead 
to “various aspects weakened to the point 
that it makes no difference.” 

“T think that’s probably the more likely 
outcome, where everyone can claim vic- 
tory,” he added. “Certain aspects will 
be repealed and/or modified. The name 
will probably be around forever, but the 
structure will be changed over time, I 
suspect, as it becomes clear that various 
elements are really not sustainable or not 
workable.” 

To some Americans, such as those who 
have lost their insurance or seen their rates 
go through the roof, it has already become 
crystal-clear that ObamaCare is unsus- 
tainable. And as more people experience 
those same travails — plus higher taxes, 
difficulty obtaining quality healthcare, and 
job losses — they, too, will come to that 
same conclusion. Will that tip the scales 
in favor of ObamaCare repeal, weakening, 
or nullification, or will it instead lead to 
more calls for fully nationalized health- 
care? Only time will tell. 
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vs, Constitutional Convention: 


How to Save Our Republic 


With the U.S. Constitution being disregarded by every 
branch of the federal government, the solution is for voters 
and state legislators to enforce it, not revise it. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


very day, the federal government 

— Congress, the president, and 

the courts — passes and protects 
acts that are unconstitutional and deprive 
Americans of our most basic rights. 

The National Defense Authorization 
Act (NDAA) denies due process rights to 
anyone detained by the president on suspi- 
cion of being a threat to national security. 
The act also declares the United States to 
be a battleground in the “War on Terror.” 

Using the unconstitutional Patriot Act as 
legal justification, the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court (FISA court) regularly 
rubber stamps the National Security Agen- 
cy’s (NSA) dragnet surveillance activities, 
robbing Americans of the rights protected 
by the Fourth Amendment. 

Those same protections will soon face 
another threat, as thousands of govern- 
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ment-controlled drones very soon will 
begin buzzing over the domestic skies. 

For its part, ObamaCare is a frontal as- 
sault on the Bill of Rights, forcing Ameri- 
cans to choose between following their 
faith and breaking the law, a direct defi- 
ance of the First Amendment. 

In the name of safety, President Obama 
has issued over two dozen executive or- 
ders preventing Americans from accessing 
the right that protects all others: the right 
of citizens to keep and bear arms. 

Federal spending and debt are balloon- 
ing — a consequence of the federal gov- 
ernment interjecting itself into myriad areas 
where it has no constitutional authority. For 
example, there is not a single syllable in the 
Constitution providing for foreign aid ($74 
billion spent from 2010-2011), undeclared 
wars in Afghanistan and Iraq (nearly $4 tril- 
lion spent since 2001), or the 185 federal 
welfare programs (nearly $2 trillion spent 
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from 2010-2011). In the past decade, based 
on just those three examples alone, Con- 
gress has authorized the spending of over 
$6 trillion for unconstitutional purposes! 

The above is just a sampling of a long 
list of abuses of the Constitution that have 
awakened many to the fact that something 
must be done to rein in a runaway federal 
government. But what? Many who agree 
on the problem disagree on the solution. 
Many want to call a new constitutional 
convention — or as some prefer to call 
it, a “convention of the states” — for the 
purpose of changing the Constitution to 
restore good government. Many others 
advocate state nullification of unconstitu- 
tional federal acts as a safer and surer way 
of pushing back against the federal assault. 

Who’s right? To determine the answer, 
let’s survey both approaches. 


The Constitutional 
Convention Approach 
The power to call a constitutional conven- 
tion is enumerated in Article V of the U.S. 
Constitution, which states that Congress, 
“on the Application of the Legislatures of 
two thirds of the several States, shall call a 
Convention for proposing Amendments.” 
Well-known “conservative” talk-show 
hosts Mark Levin, Rush Limbaugh, Sean 
Hannity, and Glenn Beck have all come 
out in favor of an Article V convention. 
Levin is leading the charge, having writ- 
ten a popular book promoting this option. 
In The Liberty Amendments: Restoring the 
American Republic, he argues: “We, the 
people, through our state legislatures — 
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The new Constitution of 1787 proved to be a great blessing for our country, but it was still 
created by a runaway convention in the sense that the convention far exceeded the purpose for 
which it was called. A second constitutional convention could also run away, though this time the 


result could be harmful or even disastrous. 


and the state legislatures, acting collec- 
tively [through the Article V convention 
process] — have enormous power to con- 
strain the federal government, reestablish 
self-government, and secure individual 
sovereignty.” Levin then devotes most of 
the space in his book to presenting his case 
for 11 different constitutional amendments 
he’d like to see proposed by a convention 
and then submitted to the states for rati- 
fication. 

Many conservatives have found Levin’s 
“Liberty Amendments” — his proposal 
for a Balanced Budget Amendment, for 
instance — appealing. And one “Liberty 
Amendment” in particular — his pro- 
posal to repeal the 17th Amendment that 
weakened state sovereignty by requiring 
that U.S. senators be elected by popular 
vote instead of by state legislatures — is 
particularly appealing to constitutional- 
ists, very much including this writer. But 
his proposed amendments should prompt 
a question unrelated to their appeal or 
substance: If the political evils plagu- 
ing our nation are a consequence of the 
federal government’s unconstitutional ac- 
tions, then wouldn’t the proper remedy be 
to restore and enforce the Constitution, as 
opposed to amending or fixing the Con- 
stitution? After all, considering the pen- 
chant of all three branches of the federal 
government — congressional, executive, 
and judicial — for routinely disregard- 
ing existing constitutional restraints on 
their power, why should we expect that 


they would suddenly faithfully obey an 
amended Constitution? 

In fact, why would we even assume 
that an amended Constitution would be an 
improvement? The Constitution has been 
amended 27 times in the past, but not all of 
those amendments improved the Constitu- 
tion despite claims made by proponents at 
the time. For instance, in 1913 two damag- 
ing amendments were added to the Con- 
stitution: the 16th Amendment authoriz- 
ing the federal government to impose an 
income tax and the aforementioned 17th 
Amendment. Those amendments — and 
all others to date — were proposed by 
Congress and ratified by the states. 

Would a constitutional convention pro- 
pose beneficial or harmful changes to the 
Constitution? And if the latter proves to 
be the case, would the states — caught up 
in the political passions of the moment — 
still ratify these changes as they did the 
16th and 17th Amendments? There is no 
way of knowing for sure. 

What is known is that calling a consti- 
tutional convention would be very risky. It 
would, in fact, be gambling with the Con- 
stitution. This is true not only because of the 
nature of conventions — which may go off 
in unpredictable directions when called — 
but also because not everyone who supports 
a constitutional convention supports the 
same goals. Make no mistake: There would 
be plenty of wolves howling outside the 
doors of a constitutional convention, and, 
more importantly, there would be packs of 


them inside the convention, as well. 

Consider Wolf-Pac, a leftist political 
action committee. On its website, Wolf- 
Pac pushes for an Article V “convention 
of the states” as the best way to accom- 
plish its “ultimate goal”: “To restore true 
democracy in the United States by pres- 
suring our State Representatives to pass 
a much needed 28th Amendment to our 
Constitution which would end corporate 
personhood and publicly finance all elec- 
tions in our country.” In order to persuade 
Americans to join its cause, Wolf-Pac will 
“inform the public by running television 
commercials, radio ads, social media, in- 
ternet ads, and using the media platform 
of the largest online news show in the 
world, The Young Turks.” No surprise 
there — if one knows that Wolf-Pac was 
formed by Cenk Uygur, host and producer 
of The Young Turks. 

But many constitutionalists and con- 
servatives may be unfamiliar with this 
“progressive” YouTube-based news and 
entertainment channel that dubs itself the 
“world’s largest online news network.” 
And they may also be unaware that The 
Young Turks is funded by George Soros. 
Dan Gainor of the Media Reserarch Cen- 
ter reported: “In fact, Soros funds nearly 
every major left-wing media source in the 
United States. Forty-five of those are fi- 
nanced through his support of the Media 
Consortium. That organization ‘is a net- 
work of the country’s leading, progressive, 
independent media outlets.’ The list is pre- 
dictable — everything from Alternet to the 
Young Turks.” 

That’s right, Soros is funding a cam- 
paign to bring about the same Article V 
convention that’s being promoted by Mark 
Levin, Rush Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, and 
Glenn Beck. And in addition to Wolf-Pac, 
other liberal groups supporting a consti- 
tutional convention include the AFL-CIO, 
Code Pink, Progressive Democrats of 
America, and scores of others that seem- 
ingly don’t share their conservative co- 
horts’ love of and loyalty to the Constitu- 
tion. So ifa convention were called, whose 
agenda would triumph? 

Conservatives who want a BBA (Bal- 
anced Budget Amendment) constitutional 
amendment argue that the convention 
would not be hijacked by powerful inter- 
ests with other agendas because the dele- 
gates would be bound by state instructions 
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to limit their work to a BBA. This view 
assumes that only delegates from states 
applying for a BBA convention would 
participate. It also ignores historical prec- 
edent showing that delegates can and do 
act independently. 

The Convention of 1787 — the Con- 
vention that gave us the Constitution — 
was called “to devise such further provi- 
sions as shall appear to them necessary 
to render the constitution of the Federal 
Government [the Articles of Confedera- 
tion] adequate to the exigencies of the 
Union.” But the Convention of 1787 ex- 
ceeded this purpose by throwing out the 
Articles altogether and writing an entirely 
new Constitution. 

Under the rules of the Convention of 
1787, the new Constitution could be rati- 
fied by nine of the 13 states: “The Ratifi- 
cation of the Conventions of nine States, 
shall be sufficient for the Establishment 
of this Constitution between the States so 
ratifying the Same.” And that’s exactly 
what was done, despite the fact that the 
then-existing Articles of Confederation 
mandated that no “alteration” be made 
unless it’s “agreed to in a Congress of 
the United States, and be afterwards con- 
firmed by the legislatures of every State.” 
That’s quite a change, and this changing 


of the rules of ratification 
by the convention was un- 
doubtedly done to improve 
the prospects of the new 
Constitution being ratified. 

That new Constitution 
proved to be a great bless- 
ing for our country. But the 
Convention of 1787 was still 
a runaway convention in the 
sense that it far exceeded 
the purpose for which it was 
called. A second constitution- 
al convention could also run 
away, though this time the result could be 
harmful or even disastrous. 

In such an “unlikely” eventuality, con- 
vention advocates claim, the state legis- 
latures would have the final say and they 
would never ratify the bait-and-switch 
amendments. But that claim cannot be 
said with certainty, considering that, as 
mentioned above, state legislatures have 
ratified harmful amendments in the past. 
Moreover, the state legislatures may not 
have the final say. First of all, under Ar- 
ticle V Congress decides between two 
modes of ratification — ratification by 
three-fourths of the state legislatures, or 
by three-fourths of state ratifying conven- 
tions that may or may not reflect the will 
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Considering the penchant of all three 
branches of the federal government 

for routinely disregarding existing 
constitutional restraints on their power, 
why should we expect that they would 
suddenly faithfully obey an amended 
Constitution? 


of the legislatures. There is an historical 
precedent for this: Congress submitted the 
21st Amendment repealing Prohibition to 
state ratifying conventions. Secondly, the 
convention could conceivably change the 
ratification rules, as was done by the Con- 
vention of 1787. 

But suppose that a convention were 
called to propose a balanced budget amend- 
ment (BBA) and that such a convention 
did exactly this and no more. Would the 
BBA restore fiscal sanity in Washington? 
It would not, for several reasons: A budget 
can be balanced by raising taxes as well 
as lowering spending; the amendment’s 
“emergency” provision (yes, virtually all 
BBA proposals include one) could be used 
to circumvent the stated purpose of the 
amendment; and the Washington spend- 
aholics could use basic accounting gim- 
mickry, including off-budget spending (as 
they do now), to “balance” the budget on 
paper but not in reality. Regarding the lat- 
ter, recall that when Bill Clinton was presi- 
dent, the federal government achieved a 
“balanced budget” on paper, while the na- 
tional debt continued to climb. 

But it’s a roll of the dice that a conven- 
tion would limit itself to a BBA, regardless 
of any state or congressional instructions 
to consider a BBA only. Article V states 
simply that Congress “shall call a conven- 
tion for proposing amendments” if two- 
thirds of the states apply for one. Once 
a new constitutional convention begins 
its proceedings, the assembled delegates 
would possess unlimited, though not un- 
precedented, power to propose revisions 
to the existing Constitution, based on the 
inherent right of the people in convention 
to alter or revise their government. 

The prospect of a convention this pow- 
erful, composed of politicians (many of 
whom would likely be bought and paid 
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Liberal groups supporting a constitutional 
convention include the AFL-CIO, Code 
Pink, Progressive Democrats of America, 
and scores of others that seemingly don’t 
share their conservative cohorts’ love of 


and loyalty to the Constitution. 


for by powerful lobbyists and special inter- 
est groups) determined to tinker with the 
precision gears that give movement to the 
works of our mighty Republic, is frighten- 
ing and should be enough to give pause to 
everyone considering enlisting in the forces 
fighting for a con-con. Indeed, it may have 
been enough to give pause to some con-con 
advocates who prefer to call their proposal 
a “convention of the states” or an “Ar- 
ticle V convention” and sometimes even 
claim that an Article V convention is not 
a constitutional convention. For example, 
Mark Levin makes this claim in his book 
The Liberty Amendments. Yet an Article V 
“convention for proposing amendments” 
defines what a constitutional convention 
does and has historically been understood 
to mean a constitutional convention. 


The Nullification Alternative 

The constitutional convention approach 
surveyed above is based on changing 
the Constitution. It is risky because the 
changes could end up being as radical as 
altering the fundamental structure of our 
government — and could even entail an 
entirely new Constitution. It is not as risky 
as seceding from the union and starting 
anew, but it is risky nonetheless. 

On the other hand, nullification is based 
not on altering the Constitution but on en- 
forcing it. States that nullify congressional 
acts or presidential decrees that violate the 
Constitution would not only be stopping 
the federal juggernaut at their state bor- 
ders, they would also be signaling that the 
Constitution is so vitally important that it 
must be enforced. 

In the Kentucky Resolution of 1799, 
Thomas Jefferson called nullification the 
“rightful remedy” for any and all uncon- 
stitutional acts of the federal government. 

The federal government may exercise 
only those powers that were delegated 
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to it. This is made clear by 
the 10th Amendment: “The 
powers not delegated to the 
United States by the Consti- 
tution, nor prohibited by it 
to the States, are reserved to 
the States respectively, or to 
the people.” Simply stated, 
nullification recognizes 
each state’s reserved power 
to nullify, or invalidate, any 
federal measure that a state 
deems unconstitutional. 

Nullification is founded on the fact that 
the sovereign states formed the union, 
and as creators of the contract, they retain 
ultimate authority to enforce the constitu- 
tional limits of the power of the federal 
government. 

There are several benefits for applying 
this understanding via nullification: It is a 
far safer approach for remedying problems 
caused by violating the Constitution than 
a constitutional convention; it is based on 
upholding the Constitution and the found- 
ing principles of the Republic; and it can 
be implemented by individual states, with- 
out having to first get two-thirds of the 
states on board. 

Despite the benefits, there are those who 
insist that nullification is unconstitutional. 
They argue that the so-called Supremacy 
Clause of Article VI of the Constitution 
puts federal laws above state laws and that 


the Supreme Court has the final say on the 
constitutionality of federal laws. Both of 
these claims can be easily dismissed. 

Regarding the first claim, the Supremacy 
Clause does not declare that all laws passed 
by the federal government are the supreme 
law of the land, period. A closer reading re- 
veals that it declares the “laws of the United 
States made in pursuance” of the Constitu- 
tion are the supreme law of the land. 

In pursuance thereof, not in violation 
thereof. None of the provisions of Obama- 
Care, for example, is permissible under 
any enumerated power given to Congress 
in the Constitution. They were not passed 
in pursuance of the Constitution, therefore 
they are not the supreme law of the land, 
and they may be declared null and void by 
the states. 

Alexander Hamilton provided the 
rationale for this interpretation of this part 
of Article VI when he wrote in The Fed- 
eralist, No. 33: 


Ifa number of political societies enter 
into a larger political society, the laws 
which the latter may enact, pursuant 
to the powers intrusted [sic] to it by 
its constitution, must necessarily be 
supreme over those societies and the 
individuals of whom they are com- 
posed.... But it will not follow from 
this doctrine that acts of the larger 
society which are not pursuant to its 
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The Missouri House of Representatives meets in a special session at the Missouri State Capitol in 
Jefferson City, September 11, 2013. That day the House overrode the governor’s veto of HB 436, 

a bill that would have nullified federal attempts to infringe on the rights guaranteed by the Second 
Amendment. However, later that day the Senate failed to override the governor’s veto by one vote. 
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Will it fly? Jon McBride, who designs 
and builds drones with Digital Defense 
Surveillance, flies a training drone during 


constitutional powers, but which are 
invasions of the residuary authorities 
of the smaller societies, will become 
the supreme law of the land. These 
will be merely acts of usurpation, and 
will deserve to be treated as such. 
[Emphasis in original.] 


But how about the claim that the Su- 
preme Court has the final say regarding 
the constitutionality of federal laws or 
edicts? Thomas Jefferson had something 
to say about the matter. In 1804, he wrote 
that giving the Supreme Court power to 
declare unconstitutional acts of the legis- 
lature or executive “would make the ju- 
diciary a despotic branch.” He noted that 
“nothing in the Constitution” gives the 
Supreme Court that right. 

Even Abraham Lincoln, who as presi- 
dent unconstitutionally used his executive 
power to deny habeas corpus, recognized 
the lack of constitutional authority for the 
Supreme Court’s assumption of the role of 
ultimate arbiter of an act’s conformity with 
the Constitution. Lincoln said that if the Su- 
preme Court were afforded the power to de- 
clare whether an act of the federal govern- 
ment was constitutional, “the people will 
have ceased to be their own masters, hav- 
ing to that extent resigned their government 
into the hands of that eminent tribunal.” 

Consider also the opinion of eminent 
constitutional scholar Von Holtz: “Viola- 
tions of the Constitution may happen and 
the injured cannot, whether states or indi- 
viduals, obtain justice through the court. 
Where the wrongs suffered are political in 
origin the remedies must be sought in a 
political way.” 
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a demonstration in Brigham City, Utah. 

More than 35 states are considering drone 
legislation this year, including many bills to 
restrict drone use and data collection. 
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He continues, regarding this “aristoc- 
racy of the robe”: “That our national gov- 
ernment, in any branch of it, is beyond 
the reach of the people; or has any sort 
of ‘supremacy’ except a limited measure 
of power granted by the supreme people 
is an error.” 

How can anyone read these statements, 
or the 10th Amendment for that matter, 
and honestly conclude that any branch of 
the federal government is intended to be 
the surveyor of the boundaries of its own 
power? Every department of the federal 
government was created by the Constitu- 
tion — therefore, by the states — and has 
no natural sovereignty. No branch can de- 
fine its own authority. Such a thought is 
ridiculous and contrary to any theory of 
popular sovereignty ever enunciated. If 
the courts, Congress, or the president pos- 
sessed such power, it would make them 
judge, jury, and executioner in every case 
in which their own act of exceeding con- 
stitutional authority is at bar. 

Look at it this way: If the federal gov- 
ernment was “the decider,” what purpose 
would the 10th Amendment serve? If he’s 
being honest, even the most sanguine po- 
litical observer would have to admit that 
the federal government will continue to 
expand its powers so long as it is allowed 
to decide the scope of those powers. It 
will even declare its usurpations constitu- 
tional, as was the case with the Supreme 
Court decision on ObamaCare. Think 
about it; if forcing Americans to buy a 
particular product — health insurance 
— is constitutional, what areas of human 
endeavor could possibly fall outside the 
scope of the Constitution? 


Hope for a Brighter Tomorrow 
Nullifying unconstitutional federal laws is 
very achievable, if constitutionalists were 
to inform themselves of this approach and 
then pursue it. Because the understand- 
ing is better in some states than it is in 
the nation as a whole, it is very possible 
for states to win victories via nullification 
to stop unconstitutional federal laws that 
could not now realistically be repealed on 
the national level. Although only a rela- 
tively small number of states have so far 
nullified unconstitutional federal laws 
in the areas of gun control, ObamaCare, 
NSA surveillance, indefinite detention of 
civilians, etc., a string of state nullification 
victories would not only create a band- 
wagon effect encouraging other states to 
join the nullification movement, but also 
contribute to the overall national awak- 
ening — shortening the time it otherwise 
would take to create a constitutionalist 
U.S. Congress. 

A string of nullification victories would 
also cause Washington to tread more care- 
fully than otherwise in how it might re- 
spond to the nullification efforts. 

But enacting a string of nullification 
bills in states across the nation — par- 
ticularly bills possessing teeth that will 
be enforced by state officials — will not 
happen without creating the necessary 
understanding and activism to get state 
legislators on board. And improving Con- 
gress to the point where most congress- 
men begin abiding by their oaths of office 
will not happen without a national awak- 
ening — or at least an awakening in most 
congressional districts. But when this 
national understanding is created, watch 
out! Congress will begin terminating 
and phasing out all unconstitutional pro- 
grams, and the resulting drop in spending 
will bring the budget into balance without 
any balanced budget amendment. In the 
meantime, a growing number of states 
will be holding the line against the fed- 
eral juggernaut at their borders. 

The solution outlined above is not a 
“quick fix.” But the price of liberty is 
eternal vigilance, not quick fixes. Let’s 
therefore join together to create the under- 
standing that will force elected officials to 
enforce the Constitution. And let’s avoid 
the more dangerous route of trying to re- 
store constitutional government by “revis- 
ing” the Constitution. Hi 
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Unraveling the Planned Chaos 


While the crisis in the Ukraine appears to be geopolitical maneuvering between Russia 
and the West, in truth, Russia is working in cahoots with international elites from the West. 


by William F. Jasper 


G dF a perverse way, the more ag- 


gressive the posturing by Russia, 

the more likely it is that the West 
will stump up the cash needed to prevent 
Ukraine’s economy from spiraling into 
a crisis,” observed Neil Shearing, chief 
emerging-markets economist for the Lon- 
don-based consultancy Capital Econom- 
ics. “Essentially,” Shearing continued, “if 
the geopolitical tug of war becomes more 
polarized — and Putin becomes more 
bellicose — the more likely it is that the 
West will answer by coming to the rescue 
of Ukraine.” 

Shearing’s comments, which appeared 
in a March 4 Bloomberg/Businessweek 
article entitled “How Russia Is Pushing 
Ukraine Into the West’s Arms,” are, of 
course, correct — as the unfolding drama 
is proving day by day. Putin’s bellicosity 
and military response are indeed having 
the effect desired by the intervention- 
ist/globalist elites: Russia’s response to 
Ukraine’s upheaval is pushing reluctant 
Ukrainians into the arms of EU/IMF/ 
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NATO, as well as providing U.S.-EU-IMF 
leaders with the political and moral cover 
they need to “rescue” Ukraine with bil- 
lions of dollars extracted from U.S. and 
EU taxpayers. 

Another of the desired effects is the dis- 
orienting confusion wrought by a political 
world turned upside-down, as habitués of 
the interventionist Left, such as George 
Soros, Barack Obama, Hillary Clinton, 
John Kerry, and denizens of the New York 
Times, the Washington Post, CNN, and 
PBS, suddenly sound like rabid anti-com- 
munist Cold Warriors, while many vocal 
opponents of U.S. involvement in Ukraine 
from the Libertarian and non-interven- 
tionist Right are now becoming unwitting 
apologists for Vladimir Putin. 

However, the tumult in Kiev and Crimea 
is much less confusing if seen through the 
“convergence” prism provided by Soviet 
KGB defector Anatoliy Golitsyn, arguably 
the most important Soviet/Russian defec- 
tor ever to make it to the West. Golitsyn 
worked in a top-secret department of the 
KGB that planned long-range strategy for 
the Politiburo and the Central Commit- 


Kiev protests: Thousands of protesters 
opposed to the government of President 
Viktor Yanukovych battle with police outside 
Ukraine’s parliament on February 18, 2014. 


tee of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union (CPSU). His books New Lies for 
Old (1984) and The Perestroika Deception 
(1990) exposed the intricate Soviet strat- 
egy of faking a spectacular “collapse” of 
communism to disarm the West. Without 
a visible communist enemy, the United 
States and the EU could be convinced to 
gradually merge (“converge”) — econom- 
ically and politically — with the “new” 
Russia. No other analyst has come close 
to matching Golitsyn’s accuracy in calling 
the shots on the great sea-change events 
of the past several decades vis-a-vis the 
Kremlin and the West. Famous Russian 
dissident and Soviet Gulag survivor Vlad- 
imir Bukovsky, who had unprecedented 
access to Soviet classified documents, 
confirmed Golitsyn’s startling thesis. 
“These documents,” Bukovsky explained 
in a speech in Brussels in 2006 that was 
reported in The Brussels Journal, “show 
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very clearly that the whole idea of turn- 
ing the European common market into a 
federal state was agreed between the left- 
wing parties of Europe and Moscow as a 
joint project which [Soviet leader Mikhail] 
Gorbachev in 1988-89 called our ‘com- 
mon European home.’” 

Mikhail Gorbachev was making oblique 
reference to the ongoing reality of the con- 
vergence process when he described the 
EU, in a speech in 2000, as “the new Eu- 
ropean Soviet.” This convergence process 
is continuing with the deliberate and in- 
dispensible assistance of one-world glob- 
alists, most especially the usual stable of 
“elder statesmen” — such as Zbigniew 
Brzezinski, Henry Kissinger, and George 
Soros — from the Council on Foreign Re- 
lations (CFR). 


CFR Handprints 

Everywhere on Euromaidan 

Let’s review some facts. The “Euromaid- 
an” revolt that toppled President Viktor 
Yanukovych began, ostensibly, because 
Yanukovych, under pressure from Putin, 
pulled out of the partnership agreement 
between Ukraine and the EU. So-called 
experts repeatedly cited in mainstream 
media news reports have claimed that 
Ukrainians turned out en masse, several 
hundred thousand strong, in Kiev’s Maid- 
an (Independence Square), to defy Yanu- 
kovych and show overwhelming popular 
support for joining the EU. 

But multiple polls, by Ukrainian poll- 
ing organizations as well as European and 
U.S. media, have shown that Ukrainians 
are, and have been, fairly evenly divided 
on whether or not to join either the EU 
or the Moscow-led Customs Union of 
Russia, Belarus, and Kazakhstan, with 
many Ukrainians unenthusiastic about 
either prospect. Even the International 
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Foundation for Electoral 

Systems (IFES) 2013 survey 

sponsored by the U.S. State 

Department’s Agency for 

International Development 

(USAID) showed only 37 

percent of Ukrainians indi- 

cating support for joining the 

EU and 33 percent indicating 

a preference for the Customs 

Union. Most reasonable 

people would concede that 

37 percent is far from proof 

of “overwhelming” support by Ukrainians 

for joining the bankrupt and sinking EU. 

Undoubtedly, even many Ukrainians who 

favor closer relations with the EU than 

with Russia are dubious about trading one 

corrupt regime for another corrupt one, 

and jumping from one sinking economy to 

another that is also sinking. So the Obama 

administration has been funding an NGO 
network to push Ukraine into the EU. 

Assistant Secretary of State for European 

and Asian Affairs Victoria Nuland has been 

running point for Obama on this project. 

Nuland’s Machiavellian activities were 

exposed when her notorious hacked cell- 

phone conversation with U.S. Ambassador 
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Geoffrey Pyatt went viral on YouTube on 
February 6. Although her obscenity-laced 
dialogue became the focus of many news 
stories, the real story is the extent to which 
the telephone recording indicates that Nu- 
land, Pyatt, and other U.S. officials and 
agents were/are managing the Ukraine tur- 
moil from behind the scenes. During the 
conversation, Nuland is clearly attempting 
to play the kingmaker, determining who 
should — or should not — rise in the new 
Ukrainian government. Nuland and Pyatt 
view themselves (and the Obama admin- 
istration) as the puppet masters and the 
Ukrainian politicians as their sock pup- 
pets. It’s obvious that Nuland and Pyatt see 
Arsneiy Yatseniuk (whom they refer to as 
“Yats’”) as their guy, while Vitali Klitchko 
(whom they call “Klitch”) is targeted for 
marginalization, most likely because he is 
seen as being too independent. 

And, sure enough, Arsneiy Yatseniuk 
and a lineup of similarly “acceptable” 
politicians — nearly all of whom are 
“former” communists and/or have close 
ties to Ukraine’s ruling mafia oligarchs 
— have taken over the new interim gov- 
ernment in Kiev. 

In a December speech to the U.S.- 


Relations factotum who is at the center of the Benghazi coverup, is seen here passing out cookies 


to “Euromaidan” demonstrators in Kiev. 
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George Soros, who funds a myriad of socialist, communist, and radical-left movements 
worldwide, played a key role in replacing Ukraine’s old set of “former” communist rulers and 


oligarchs with a new set. 


Ukraine Foundation in Washington, D.C., 
Nuland, who had just returned from Kiev, 
boasted that “we” had “invested” more 
than $5 billion in the Ukraine over the 
past couple decades to promote “demo- 
cratic institutions ... and a good form of 
government.” A video of that speech also 
has gone viral. Nuland has not provided 
any breakdown of that $5 billion, either 
as to the “we” sources (government and/ 
or private) or the identity of the recipients, 
but, clearly, one could fund a considerable 
astro-turf movement with that amount of 
cash. And, apparently, that is precisely 
what “we” have done. 

Victoria Nuland, of course, was not 
acting on her own initiative; she was act- 
ing under the direction of Secretary of 
State John Kerry — and others. Nuland 
and Kerry are both members of the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations, the subversive 
“think tank” that has dominated the execu- 
tive branch of the U.S. government, the 
Federal Reserve System, and both of our 
major political parties for much of the past 
century. She is married to Robert Kagan 
(CFR), a Brookings Institution fellow and 
Washington Post columnist who is a co- 
founder of the Project for the New Ameri- 
can Century (PNAC), one of the most im- 
portant neoconservative fronts promoting 
perpetual war and intervention. 
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During the presidency of Bill Clinton 
(CFR), Nuland served as chief of staff to 
Deputy Secretary of State Strobe Talbott 
(CFR), who was Bill Clinton’s roommate 
at Oxford — before being tutored in Mos- 
cow by the KGB’s most famous “journal- 
ist” agent, Vitali Yevgenyevich Lui, aka 
“Victor Louis.” 

During the Bush administration, Nuland 
was the principal foreign policy advisor 
to Vice President Dick Cheney (CFR), a 
committed “Republican” globalist who 
boasted at a CFR luncheon that he had suc- 
cessfully kept his CFR membership secret 
while a congressman so that his conser- 
vative constituents in Wyoming wouldn’t 
find out. Cheney has joined John McCain 
(CFR) and other interventionist Republi- 
cans in stirring the Ukrainian pot. Prior 
to serving under Kerry, Nuland served 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, who 
is not herself, formally, a CFR member 
(although her husband, Bill, and daughter, 
Chelsea, both are), but who in a speech to 
the CFR infamously referred to the CFR as 
the State Department’s “mother ship” and 
confessed that the State Department looks 
to the CFR “to be told what we should be 
doing and how we should think.” 

While working for Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton, Victoria Nuland was a key 
operative directing the CFR/State Depart- 


ment-scripted Arab Spring demonstrations 
in Cairo’s Tahrir Square (produced from 
the same template as Maidan) that brought 
about the Muslim Brotherhood’s electoral 
victory in Egypt. Subsequently, Nuland 
was also a key operative in another bloody 
fiasco: Benghazigate. It was Nuland, re- 
call, who orchestrated the Benghazi cov- 
erup, drafting the State Department’s re- 
vised “talking points memo” used by U.S. 
Ambassador to the UN Susan Rice (CFR) 
to spread disinformation about the deadly 
attack during her round of media appear- 
ances on September 16, 2012. 

Other CFR luminaries with notable 
roles in the Ukraine turmoil, either di- 
rectly as operatives or as media facilita- 
tors, are: Nuland’s predecessor as As- 
sistant Secretary of State for European 
and Asian Affairs and currently Special 
National Security Assistant to the Presi- 
dent and White House Coordinator for 
the Middle East, North Africa, and the 
Gulf Region Philip H. Gordon; billionaire 
investor/activist George Soros; the Na- 
tional Endowment for Democracy’s Larry 
Diamond and Nadia Diuk; former U.S. 
Ambassador to the Ukraine Steven Pifer; 
former U.S. Permanent Representative to 
NATO Ivo Daalder; former Secretary of 
State Madeleine Albright; lobbyist and 
political consultant Douglas E. Schoen; 
Brookings Institution senior fellow Fiona 
Hill; PBS/CBS commentator Charlie 
Rose; Yale University history professor 
Timothy Snyder. 


George Soros’s Giant 

Footprint in Ukraine’s Turmoil 
Billionaire philosopher king and media 
darling George Soros deserves particular 
mention, due both to his giant footprint 
in Ukraine and to his longtime commit- 
ment to world government and leadership 
within the CFR. Similar to his opera- 
tions in dozens of other nations, he has, 
over the past couple of decades, poured 
tens of millions of dollars into Ukrainian 
non-governmental organizations (NGOs), 
ostensibly to assist them in transform- 
ing their country into a more “open” and 
“democratic” society. 

Many of the participants in Kiev’s “Eu- 
romaidan” demonstrations that toppled 
President Viktor Yanukovych were mem- 
bers of Soros-funded NGOs and/or were 
trained by the same NGOs in the many 
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workshops and conferences sponsored by 
Soros’ International Renaissance Foun- 
dation (IRF) and his various Open Soci- 
ety institutes and foundations. The IRF, 
founded and funded by Soros, boasts that 
it has given “more than any other donor 
organization” to “democratic transforma- 
tion” of Ukraine. 

The International Renaissance Foun- 
dation’s Annual Report for 2012, the 
latest available, states, “IRF provided 
UAH 63 million in funding to civil so- 
ciety organizations — more than any 
other donor organization working in this 
field in Ukraine.” The “UAH” reference 
used above refers to the Ukraine hryvnia, 
Ukraine’s currency, which is worth about 
11 cents in U.S. currency. That translates 
into, roughly, $6.7 million that IRF pro- 
vided to Ukrainian groups in 2012; not 
a huge sum compared to many other po- 
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litical and social campaigns, 
but more than merely “sig- 
nificant.” In the cash-starved 
Ukraine, Soros’ dollars go a 
long way toward seducing 
and co-opting all legitimate 
political opposition into the 
Soros-approved “progres- 
sive” camp. 
According to the IRF’s 
own website, this one Soros 
conduit has funneled “more than $100 
million in support to numerous Ukrainian 
non-government organizations (NGOs), 
community groups, academic and cultural 
institutions, publishing houses, etc.” 

In a February 26 column he penned 
for Project Syndicate that was carried by 
hundreds of newspapers and websites, 
Soros argued that the EU and the IMF 
must initiate a new Marshall Plan for 
Ukraine, meaning, of course, transfers of 
money from EU and U.S. taxpayers to the 
politicians, organizations, and institutions 
approved by the globalist/socialist/corpo- 
ratist operatives running the EU and IMF. 
Perhaps the key point in Soros’ essay, enti- 
tled “Sustaining Ukraine’s Breakthrough,” 
is this: “Ukraine will need outside assis- 
tance that only the EU can provide: man- 
agement expertise.” 

George Soros is all about management 
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by “experts,” i.e., central planning, the hall- 
mark of every socialist, fascist, or commu- 
nist regime. In fact, he is one of the planet’s 
premier advocates of global central plan- 
ning and control. Hence, he is a longtime 
fervent supporter of the United Nations, the 
IMF/World Bank, the WTO, global popula- 
tion control through the WHO and UNFPA, 
and virtually every other internationalist 
endeavor to subvert national sovereignty 
and advance the building of an omnipotent 
world government. 

Over the past several years Soros has 
been particularly emphatic in pushing for 
a central EU Treasury, or European Fis- 
cal Authority (EFA), which he says is “the 
missing ingredient that is needed to make 
the euro a full-fledged currency with a gen- 
uine lender of last resort.” The European 
Central Bank (ECB), says Soros, has insuf- 
ficient powers to do what is needed, even 
though he admits it has illegally usurped 
powers — which he applauds. In mid- 
March, Soros was in Britain to promote his 
new book, The Tragedy of the European 
Union: Disintegration or Revival?, and to 
push for an EU with ever-expanding pow- 
ers, and the incorporation of Ukraine into 
that EU. Soros is the convergence global- 
ist ne plus ultra, simultaneously promoting 
revolution from above and below, funding 
faux ‘peoples’ democracy” while also knit- 


Viktor Pinchuk, one of Ukraine’s richest oligarchs, is seen here with Bill Clinton in 2013 at the annual Yalta European Strategy (YES) meetings, of 
which Pinchuk is the founder and funder. 


26 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ APRIL 7, 2014 


ting corporate and banking elites together 
into a global ruling oligarchy. 

Christine Lagarde, managing director 
of the International Monetary Fund, EU 
Commission President José Manuel Bar- 
roso (a “former” Maoist Communist), 
and ECB President Mario Draghi (a for- 
mer Goldman Sachs vice chairman and 
managing director) have already lined 
up a multi-billion package for Ukraine. 
U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry flew 
into Kiev on March 6 to pledge $1 billion 
from America. However, many Ukraini- 
ans, all across the political spectrum, are 
leery of coming under the control of the 
IMF-EU-ECB “Troika,” and rightfully so. 
This is the same Troika that devastated the 
citizens of Cyprus last year, raiding their 
bank accounts to pay off the bonds that 
socialist politicians and Goldman Sachs 
saddled them with. Ukrainians do not 
want to trade the corruption and oppres- 
sion of Yanukovych’s pro-Kremlin regime 
for another dictated by the EU and IMF. 

However, his great wealth, foundations, 
media presence, and network of activist 
NGOs notwithstanding, George Soros’ 
power and influence — in Ukraine and 
elsewhere — stem not so much from these 
oft-cited trappings of power, but from the 
fact that he is a player, an insider, in the 
top rank of globalists who are pushing and 
shoving “global governance” upon the en- 
tire planet. First and foremost, he is not 
only a veteran member of the CFR, but 
a leader in and major financial supporter 
of the organization. His Soros Fund Man- 
agement is a President’s Circle Corporate 
Member of the CFR and Soros himself 
served as a director of the CFR for a dec- 
ade (1995-2004). In addition, he has been 
a key participant in many CFR events, in- 
cluding serving as presider at the CFR’s 
2000 conference, “Latin America: Sus- 
taining Economic & Political Reform,” a 
major send-off promoting the Free Trade 
Area of the Americas (FTAA). 


Oligarchs R Us 

One of the billionaire oligarchs who bene- 
fited from the Ukraine’s phony “privatiza- 
tion” program — which funneled massive 
state assets into the pockets of “former” 
communists and their cronies — is Vic- 
tor Pinchuk, with whom Soros has been 
very active. Soros’ foundations and the 
Victor Pinchuk Foundation collaborate 
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Soldiers in unmarked uniforms stand guard in Balaklava, Crimea, as people walk in a street on 
March 1, 2014. By treaty, Russia has 25,000 troops in Ukraine at its Black Sea base, but Ukraine 
says Russia sent additional troops into Crimea. 


on funding many NGOs and projects, in 
Ukraine and elsewhere. And Soros is a 
participant in Pinchuk’s Yalta European 
Strategy (YES) conferences, annual ex- 
travaganzas held in the Crimea at Livadia 
Palace, a summer retreat of Russian czars 
on the Black Sea. The YES confabs fea- 
ture current and former presidents, prime 
ministers, potentates, financiers, corporate 
execs, and celebrities. Besides Soros, U.S. 
participants have included Bill Clinton, 
William Daley (Obama’s White House 
chief of staff), Robert Zoellick (Bush’s 
trade representative, then president of the 
World Bank), Newt Gingrich, and Condo- 
leezza Rice, to name a few — Democrats 
and Republicans, CFR globalists all. 

Cadres from the Pinchuk-backed Fa- 
therland Party, the political base of former 
prime minister and wealthy oligarch Yulia 
Tymoshenko, now dominate the interim 
government in Kiev: Arseniy Yatseniuk 
is serving as prime minister; Oleksandr V. 
Turchynov is chairman of the parliament 
and acting president; and Stepan Kubin 
has been named as chairman of the central 
bank. The Tymoshenko/Fatherland sent a 
strong signal of business as usual with the 
appointment of billionaire oligarchs Ser- 
gei Taruta and Ihor Kolomoysky as gov- 
ernors, respectively, for Donetsk and Dni- 
propetrovsk. Other oligarchs have jumped 
on board in various capacities. 


Another very important Soros-Pinchuk 
tie is their mutual connection to the fa- 
mous (or infamous, as you prefer) Roth- 
schild banking dynasty, the ultimate in- 
siders of one-world intrigue and global 
East-West convergence. In 2011, George 
C. Karlweis, advisor to Baron Edmond 
de Rothschild and his Banque Privee, re- 
vealed that it was Rothschild who provid- 
ed Soros with the startup money — and, 
undoubtedly much (illegal) insider trad- 
ing intelligence — for Soros’ fabulously 
successful Quantum Fund. Longtime 
Rothschild advisor Jean-Pierre Saltiel sits 
on the board of Pinchuk’s Yalta European 
Strategy, as well as the oligarch’s global 
steel and metallurgy conglomerate, In- 
terpipe, Inc. Saltiel is the past president 
of Rothschild Conseil International, one 
of the fabled family’s major bank hold- 
ing companies. Interestingly (but not so 
surprising), Rothschild agent Saltiel also 
sits on the board of PIK Group, Russia’s 
largest residential real estate developer, 
founded by Putin-allied oligarchs Yuri 
Zhukov and Kirill Pisaerev (and still run 
by Pisaraev). 

You see, Soros, Rothschild, Pinchuk, 
and the other oligarchs of the U.S., Rus- 
sian, EU, and Ukrainian corporate-bank- 
ing elite have no aversion to working 
together. They sit on the boards of each 
other’s corporations and foundations, 
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President Viktor Yanukovych gave 
a news conference from Russia 

on February 28, his first public 
appearance since fleeing Ukraine 
days before. 


palaver at luxurious soirées, and scheme 
multi-billion dollar deals together. 

Soros gave a strong clue as to what the 
scripted outcome of the scenario would 
likely be for Ukraine. His solution would 
see Russia as a “partner,” and Angela 
Merkel (the “former” communist from 
East Germany who now runs the unified 
Germany) would be the broker. “Ger- 
many should take the lead,” Soros said in 
his February 26 Project Syndicate column 
cited above. “Chancellor Angela Merkel 
must reach out to President Vladimir Putin 
to ensure that Russia is a partner, not an 
opponent, in the Ukrainian renaissance.” 


Putin as Prod for “Convergence” 
Merkel appears to be doing just the oppo- 
site, threatening Putin with sanctions, in- 
cluding freezing of Russian bank accounts 
and restrictions on travel in the EU, un- 
less Putin “de-escalates” the situation and 
comes to the bargaining table. But, in real- 
ity, she is “reaching out” to Putin, and he, 
after providing what is deemed an appro- 
priate level of drama, will likely come to 
the table and de-escalate. Contrary to Rus- 
sia’s current bellicose posturing, it is in 
the Kremlin’s interests to offload Ukraine 
onto the taxpayers of the EU and the Unit- 
ed States, and it fits perfectly with their 
long-term strategy of “convergence” with 
the EU and the United States. 

Which doesn’t mean, of course, that 
Putin & Company won’t extract a seces- 
sion/acquisition bargain in Crimea (and 
eastern Ukraine, perhaps), as they did with 
the Abkhazia and South Ossetia regions 
in the 2008 invasion of Georgia. But the 
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Putin/Kremlin inaction during the Euro- 
maidan overthrow of Yanukovych, as well 
as the coordinated inaction of the Kremlin’s 
Ukrainian oligarchs — and then their sud- 
den switching to support for Maidan — pro- 
vide strong evidence that the Putin regime 
planned to let Yanukovych fall. Ukraine’s 
two richest oligarchs, Rinat Akhmetov and 
Dmitry Firtash, for instance, who control 
much of the country’s mass media, as well 
as its natural resources (and who have al- 
ways been reliable Kremlin agents), played 
a key role in ousting Yanukovych. Germa- 
ny’s Der Spiegel reported on February 25: 


Last Tuesday’s bloody conflicts 
tipped the scales. On Wednesday both 
Akhmetov’s and Firtash’s TV stations 
changed their coverage of Indepen- 
dence Square: Suddenly the two chan- 
nels, Ukraina and Inter, were report- 
ing objectively on the opposition. The 
message of the oligarchs was clear: 
We’re letting Yanukovych fall. 


As in the transmutation described in Or- 
well’s Animal Farm, when it became al- 
most impossible to tell the pigs from the 
men, it is now becoming increasingly dif- 
ficult to detect any substantive differences 
between the ruling elites of Russia, China, 
the EU, and the United States. And, as the 
EU and the United States adopt more so- 
cialist policies and police-state measures, 
there is less and less distinction between 
our societies and the one ruled over by 
Putin and his Kremlin cronies. Soros, Pin- 
chuk, Putin, Rockefeller, Rothschild, Akh- 
metov, Firtash, and their ilk see themselves 


as the caesars or pharaohs in their long- 
schemed-for “new world order,” a term 
that Soros, Kissinger, Brzezinski, and their 
fellow globalists have frequently invoked 
to limn their vision of convergence into a 
one-world system of “global governance.” 

Employing the indispensible insight and 
analysis provided by Golitsyn and the de- 
tailed information in his books, it is difficult 
to view the orchestrated chaos that has been 
unfolding in Ukraine without recognizing 
unmistakable evidence that it is being di- 
rected along a pre-planned path toward EU- 
U.S.-Ukraine-Russian convergence. Pu- 
tin’s role is to rattle the sabers menacingly 
enough to frighten reluctant Ukraine to join 
the EU, while also convincing American 
and EU taxpayers to be forthcoming with 
the foreign aid and IMF funding that will 
“rescue” Ukraine and avert a war. 

And, after the hyperventilating CFR 
policy “experts” move on to their next 
project and things settle down, we will 
look around to find Putin and his oligarchs 
carrying on business as usual with the new 
Ukrainian government and its oligarchs — 
as well as with the Obama administration 
and “our” oligarchs. 
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Girl Donates Her Wish 


Thirteen-year-old Jayci Glover of Kanab, 
Utah, has exemplified the true meaning of 
sacrifice by donating her Make-A-Wish 
money to her school. 

Glover is suffering from a rare type 
of terminal cancer and was recently ap- 
proached by the Make-A-Wish Founda- 
tion. Her wish was simple — a new score- 
board for the local high school, a school 
where she has been warmly embraced by 
students and athletes. 

On February 12, Make-A-Wish pre- 
sented a check for $7,500 to Jayci’s high 
school, which will go toward the cost of a 
new scoreboard, which will cost a total of 
$20,000. The school plans to put Jayci’s 
name on the scoreboard. 

“She just decided that she didn’t really 
need anything, that she has everything she 
wants and wanted to give something back 
to all of her friends and the local communi- 
ty that’s done so much to support her,” her 
mother, Heather Glover, told today.com. 

Today.com reports that friends and fam- 
ily were not surprised by Jayci’s generous 
wish. “We had suspected all along that she 
was going to choose something for her two 
little sisters or for her friends.... She can 
never think of anything she wants — for 
Christmas or birthdays,” Jayci’s mother 
said. Jayci was diagnosed with peripheral 
T-cell lymphoma and is currently at home 
on hospice care after spending most of last 
year in the hospital. 

Jayci’s family suspected something was 
wrong when she began to rapidly gain 
weight in January 2013 after being thin 
most of her life. When a lump was dis- 
covered on the left side of her neck, they 
sought medical care, and discovered that 
their daughter’s condition was much more 
serious than they thought. 

Jayci’s disease wreaked havoc on her 
endocrine system and caused Cushing’s 
disease, which caused Jayci to gain 160 
pounds in one year. 

Eventually, Jayci and her mother 
moved to Salt Lake City, five hours away 
from Kanab, so she could undergo treat- 
ment. After six rounds of chemotherapy, 
a bone marrow transplant, and radiation, 
it became evident that they were fighting 
a losing battle. 
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“There just aren’t any more things 
they can try. We’ve tried every proven 
lymphoma treatment that there is and her 
cancer continued to grow through every 
single one of them,” Glover said. “We just 
reached a decision ... to just come home 
and try to let her be in her home with her 
two little sisters for as long as we can. 
We don’t know how long that will be. We 
don’t think it will be too long.” 

Members of the community have been 
wonderfully supportive of Jayci and her 
family. Her mom notes that Jayci has re- 
ceived an influx of calls, cards, and letters, 
and that the school volleyball team made 
her an honorary member, since she used to 
be their scorekeeper. 

And despite the terminality of Jayci’s 
condition, her aunt tells today.com that her 
spirits are high and that she is living her 
life to the fullest. “She’s getting to do a lot 
of the things that she’s wanted to do for the 
last 15 months and hasn’t been able to.... 
She’s got that Jayci smile on her face and 
she really has the desire to live.” 


Teacher Reaches Out 


Indiana’s Franklin Community High 
School English teacher Don Wettrick is the 
type of teacher whose impact goes beyond 
his lesson plans and gradebook. Wettrick 
noticed a student in trouble and mentored 
him in a way that could help prolong that 
student’s life. 

Wettrick could not help but notice 
Eric Ekis, a 510-pound freshman in his 
English class. On the first day they met, 
Wettrick suggested to Ekis that they per- 
haps work out together, an offer that Ekis 
quickly rejected. 

Wettrick offered several more times, 
all with the same response. Meanwhile, 
it was evident that Ekis was being bul- 
lied. Things got worse as Eric’s hygiene 
became an issue as well, and Wettrick ap- 
proached him about it. 

It was then that Wettrick learned that 
Eric was suffering from depression. His 
father had died suddenly in 2010 of a 
brain aneurysm, and shortly after that, 
Eric fell in the shower, shattering his 
leg. After multiple surgeries to address 
his leg, doctors feared he would grow 


unevenly so they broke his other leg to 
slow its growth. 

As a result of the surgeries, Eric was 
bedridden. The lack of mobility, coupled 
with the stress, contributed to Eric’s exces- 
sive eating. 

Eric, at 6'4,” gradually gained weight 
until he blew up to 510 pounds. 

Wettrick was determined to help. In ad- 
dition to English, he also taught an innova- 
tions class, where students were encour- 
aged to think creatively. He approached 
one of his students, Kevin Stahl, who 
needed a project, and asked him to create 
a project that would make Eric healthy, a 
suggestion that Kevin embraced. 

Kevin’s first suggestion was for Eric to 
begin walking in order to get comfortable 
with exercise. Eric now walks every first 
period. 

“T was sick and tired of being big and 
bigger than everyone else,” Eric said. “I 
got lucky it was Kevin. Kevin is just a nice 
person.... I am glad he is my friend.” 

Eric’s walks expanded into a walking 
group of sorts, as students began to take 
notice and walk alongside him, some for 
their own personal health, and others to 
display their support. 

“People [had] been bullying me. And 
they all stopped and people are being sup- 
portive,” Eric said. “I feel physically bet- 
ter. I feel better emotionally, too.” 

Eric and Kevin have also talked to a di- 
etician to discuss Eric’s eating habits. Eric 
now journals all of his meals to keep track 
of his caloric and fat intake. 

At the time of this writing, Eric has lost 
10 pounds. It is a slow but worthwhile 
journey for the young teen. 

Wettrick is happy to see the changes in 
Eric, both physically and emotionally. He 
is particularly happy to learn that the pro- 
gram has helped reduce bullying as well. 

“This has almost been more of an anti- 
bullying campaign,” Wettrick said. “If 
more students wanted to help, as opposed 
to point and laugh, [it] can lead to great 
bonds and friendship.” 

Wettrick transferred from Franklin 
Community on February 17 and now 
teaches at Noblesville High School, but 
continues to mentor Eric and Kevin. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Fo 
is a historical myth, but the documentary evidence belies their beliefs. 


by Brian Farmer 


On a recent tour of the forward areas in 
First and Third Armies, I stopped momen- 
tarily at the salt mines to take a look at 
the German treasure. There is a lot of it. 
But the most interesting — although hor- 
rible — sight that I encountered during 
the trip was a visit to a German intern- 
ment camp near Gotha. The things I saw 
beggar description. While I was touring 
the camp I encountered three men who 
had been inmates and by one ruse or 
another had made their escape. I inter- 
viewed them through an interpreter. The 
visual evidence and the verbal testimony 
of starvation, cruelty and bestiality were 
so overpowering as to leave me a bit sick. 
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In one room, where ... [there] were piled 
up twenty or thirty naked men, killed by 
starvation, George Patton would not even 
enter. He said he would get sick if he did 
so. I made the visit deliberately, in order to 
be in position to give first-hand evidence 
of these things if ever, in the future, there 
develops a tendency to charge these alle- 
gations merely to propaganda. 

Some members of the visiting party 
were unable to go through with the ordeal. 
I not only did so but as soon as I returned 
to Patton’s headquarters that evening I 
sent communications to both Washington 
and London, urging the two governments 
to send instantly to Germany a random 
group of newspaper editors and repre- 
sentative groups from the national legis- 


General Dwight D. 
Eisenhower, supreme 
allied commander (third 
from left in front row), and 
a group of high-ranking 
U.S. Army officers look 
over charred corpses in 
the Gotha concentration 
camp. General George S. 
Patton is standing on the 
far right in the front row. 


latures. I felt that the evidence should be 
immediately placed before the American 
and British publics in a fashion that would 
leave no room for cynical doubt. 

— Letter, General Dwight D. Eisen- 
hower to General George C. Marshall, 
April 15, 1945 


hat General Eisenhower and 
his party witnessed in April of 
1945 was some of the real-life 


evidence that hinted at the notion that Nazi 
Germany was systematically exterminat- 
ing large numbers of people. Eventually, 
the mass slaughter of certain European 
civilians by the Nazis during World War 
II, with a particular focus on such eth- 
nic groups as Jews and Gypsies, would 
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become known as “The Holocaust.” As 
Eisenhower suspected, it did not take long 
for the Holocaust deniers to appear. Wiki- 
pedia defines Holocaust denial as “the 
act of denying the genocide of Jews in 
the Holocaust during World War II. The 
key claims of Holocaust denial are that 
Germany’s National Socialist regime had 
no Final Solution policy and no intention 
of exterminating Jews, that Nazi authori- 
ties did not use extermination camps and 
gas chambers to mass murder Jews, and 
that the actual number of Jews killed was 
significantly (typically an order of magni- 
tude) lower than the historically accepted 
figure of 5 to 6 million.” 


An Inmate Debates 

Ironically, Paul Rassinier, a Frenchman 
who had been incarcerated as a political 
prisoner in Buchenwald concentration 
camp in 1943, was one of the first and 
turned out to be arguably the most promi- 
nent of the Holocaust deniers. Soon after 
the war had come to an end, Rassinier 
began reading reports of the mass liqui- 
dation of people in Nazi “death camps,” 
utilizing gas chambers and crematoria. 
He responded by essentially claiming that 
he had been there and that there were no 
gas chambers. However, Rassinier was in 
Buchenwald, one of the first major con- 
centration camps established by the Nazis 
(in 1937), and it was located in Germany, 
where no extermination camps were ever 


constructed. Hence, Buchenwald was not 
primarily a “death camp,” although a lot of 
people certainly died there, so there were 
no gas chambers there. 

By the time of Rassinier’s incarcera- 
tion, the focus of the Nazi “death camp” 
activity had shifted to the area in Nazi- 
occupied Poland designated as the Gen- 
eral Government. Rassinier used his own 
experience in Buchenwald as the basis for 
denying that gas chambers existed at other 
camps and that systematic mass liquida- 
tion of prisoners was taking place. In his 
early writings, Rassinier put forward two 
main arguments: First, that any atrocities 
committed by the Germans were greatly 
exaggerated and, second, that the perpe- 
trators of the worst atrocities were the 
inmates who effectively ran the camps, 
not the German overseers. In 1964, he 
published The Drama of European Jewry, 
in which he reiterated that there were no 
gas chambers in the concentration camps, 
and went on to discount both the gener- 
ally accepted figure of six million Jews 
liquidated and the testimony of the Nazi 
perpetrators following the war. As a result, 
the three main tenets of Holocaust denial 
ultimately emerged. 

Rassinier offered little evidence for 
most of his assertions, and he ignored ev- 
idence that would contradict his claims. 
For example, he completely overlooked 
Hitler’s stated agenda in the Nazi leader’s 
1923 manifesto, Mein Kampf. Much of 


Adolf Hitler during his speech to the Reichstag, January 30, 1939, in which he threatened “the 
annihilation of the Jewish race in Europe,” should war break out. Behind and above Hitler is 
Hermann Goring in his capacity as president of the Reichstag. 
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that agenda sprung from the belief that 
Germany had lost the Great War (World 
War I) not because of defeat on the field 
of battle, but because the nation had been 
stabbed in the back by the so-called “No- 
vember criminals” during the armistice 
negotiations in 1918. The first part of Hit- 
ler’s broad strategy to restore Germany’s 
proper place in the world was to eliminate 
from national life the “November crimi- 
nals” who, in accepting economically 
disastrous reparations and other humili- 
ating armistice terms, had given in to the 
Allied Powers too easily. In particular, 
Hitler’s targets were the Jews, capital- 
ists, and Marxists, whom he regarded as 
the real and most evil influences among 
the traitors. 

Rassinier also neglected to take into 
account Hitler’s speech on January 30, 
1939 before the Reichstag, in which the 
Fuhrer stated, “Today I will once more be 
a prophet: If international finance Jewry 
inside and outside of Europe should suc- 
ceed once more in plunging nations into 
another world war, the consequence will 
not be the Bolshevization of the earth and 
thereby the victory of Jewry, but the an- 
nihilation of the Jewish race in Europe.” 


Talking Out Loud 

There were a host of other Nazi leaders 
who made statements that make it very 
clear that the Nazis wanted to do far 
more than merely put Jews under “pro- 
tective custody,” as some Holocaust de- 
niers claim. In a speech on December 16, 
1941, Hans Frank, governor of occupied 
Poland, said, 


One way or another — I will tell you 
quite openly — we must finish off the 
Jews. The Fuehrer put it into words 
once: should united Jewry again suc- 
ceed in setting off a world war, then 
the blood sacrifice shall not be made 
only by the peoples driven into war, 
but then the Jew of Europe will have 
met his end.... But what should be 
done with the Jews? Can you believe 
that they will be accommodated in set- 
tlements in the Ostland? In Berlin we 
were told: why are you making all this 
trouble? We don’t want them either, 
not in Ostland nor in the Reichskom- 
missariat [the Reichskommissariat 
Ostland was the civilian occupation 
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regime established by Germany in 
the Baltic states of Estonia, Latvia, 
and Lithuania, the northeastern part 
of Poland, and the western part of 
Belarus]; liquidate them yourselves! 
Gentlemen, I must ask you to steel 
yourselves against all considerations 
of compassion. We must destroy the 
Jews wherever we find them, and 
wherever it is at all possible, in order 
to maintain the whole structure of the 
Reich.... The Jews represent for us also 
extraordinary malignant gluttons. We 
have now approximately 2,500,000 
of them in the General Government, 
perhaps with the Jewish mixtures and 
everything that goes with it, 3,500,000 
Jews. We cannot shoot or poison those 
3,500,000 Jews, but we shall never- 
theless be able to take measures which 
will lead somehow to their annihila- 
tion, and this in connection with the 
gigantic measures to be determined in 
discussions with the Reich. 


Reichsfiihrer Heinrich Himmler (front left), head of the 

Nazi SS (Schutzstaffel, or Protection Units) and Gestapo f 
(Geheime Staatspolizei, or Secret State Police), inspects 

a prisoner of war camp in the Soviet Union. Captured ; 
Soviet soldiers usually became slave laborers and were ; 
literally worked to death. 
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The Nazi propaganda minister, Joseph 
Goebbels, made this entry in his private 


diary on February 14, 1942: 


World Jewry will suffer a great ca- 
tastrophe at the same time as Bol- 
shevism. The Fuehrer once more 


the Jews. This uncompromising anti- 
Semitic attitude must prevail among 
our own people despite all objectors. 
The Fuehrer expressed this idea vig- 
orously and repeated it afterward to a 
group of officers who can put that in 
their pipes and smoke it. 


be sentimental in these matters. If we 
did not fight the Jews, they would de- 
stroy us. It’s a life-and-death struggle 
between the Aryan race and the Jew- 
ish bacillus. No other government 
and no other regime would have the 
strength for such a global solution of 
this question. Here, too, the Fuehrer 


Little more than a month later, on March 
27, Goebbels continued on the same theme 
and wrote in his diary, 


expressed his determination to clean 
up the Jews in Europe pitilessly. 
There must be no squeamish senti- 


is the undismayed champion of a 
radical solution necessitated by con- 
ditions and therefore inexorable. For- 


mentalism about it. The Jews have 
deserved the catastrophe that has 
now overtaken them. Their destruc- 
tion will now go hand in hand with 
the destruction of our enemies. We 
must hasten this process with cold 
ruthlessness. We shall thereby render 
an inestimable service to a humanity 
tormented for thousands of years by 


oebbels made this entry in his 
ary on February 14, 1942: 


will suffer a great 


t the same time as 


The Fuchrer once more 
determination to clean up 


n] urope pitilessly.” 


Beginning with Lublin, the Jews in 
the General Government are now 
being evacuated eastward. The pro- 
cedure is a pretty barbaric one and 
not to be described here more defi- 
nitely. Not much will remain of the 
Jews. On the whole it can be said that 
about 60 per cent of them will have to 
be liquidated whereas only 
about 40 per cent can be 
used for forced labor.... A 
judgment is being visited 
upon the Jews that, while 
barbaric, is fully deserved 
by them. The prophesy 
[sic] which the Fuehrer 
made about them for 
having brought on a new 
world war is beginning to 
come true in a most terri- 
ble manner. One must not 


tunately a whole series of possibili- 
ties presents itself for us in wartime 
that would be denied us in peacetime. 
We shall have to profit by this. 


Heinrich Himmler, leader of the SS 
(Schutzstaffel, an elite organization tasked 
with, among other duties, running the ex- 
termination camps), had this to say in an 
October 4, 1943 speech to SS officers: 


T also want to talk to you, quite frank- 
ly, on a very grave matter. Among 
ourselves it should be mentioned 
quite frankly, and we will never 
speak of it publicly... 

I mean the evacuation of the Jews, 
the extermination of the Jewish race. 
It’s one of those things it is easy to 
talk about, “The Jewish race is being 
exterminated,” says one party mem- 
ber, “that’s quite clear, it’s in our pro- 
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gram — elimination of the Jews and 
we’re doing it, exterminating them.”... 
This is a page of glory in our history 
which has never been written and is 
never to be written, for we know how 
difficult we should have made it for 
ourselves, if with the bombing raids, 
the burdens and the deprivations of 
war we still had Jews today in every 
town as secret saboteurs, agitators, 
and troublemakers. We would now 
probably have reached the 1916-1917 
stage when the Jews were still in the 
German national body. 

We have taken from them [the 
Jews] what wealth they possessed... 
We have taken none of it for our- 
selves.... We had the moral right, we 
had the duty to our people to destroy 
this people which wanted to de- 
stroy us. But we have not the right 
to enrich ourselves with so much as 
a piece of fur, a watch, a mark [the 
unit of German currency], a ciga- 
rette or anything else. Because we 
have exterminated a germ, we do not 
want in the end to be infected by the 
germ and die of it. I will not tolerate 
so much as a small area of sepsis to 
appear here or gain a hold. Wherever 
it may appear we shall cauterize it. 


In a second speech two days later, Himm- 
ler again spoke with utter ruthlessness: 


We were faced with the question: 
what about the women and children? I 
decided to find a clear solution to this 
problem, too. I did not consider my- 
self justified merely to “root out” the 
men — in other words, to kill them 
or have them killed — and allow the 
children to grow up as avengers fac- 
ing our sons and grandsons. The dif- 
ficult decision had to be made to have 
this people disappear from the face 
of the earth.... The Jewish question in 
the countries that we occupy will be 
solved by the end of this year. Only 
remainders of odd Jews that managed 
to find hiding places will be left over. 


to power in 1933. Jewish citizens quickly 
learned that they were to be regarded as so- 
cial pariahs. They were excluded from the 
professions, from the civil service, from 
the military, and from public practice in 
the arts and sports. Jewish businesses were 
boycotted, and, in every public place, no- 
tices were put up warning all Jews to keep 
away. For example, Jews could not swim 
in public pools or even sit in public parks. 
Many trades were forbidden to them. The 
goal was to freeze them out of German 
society and to induce them to leave Ger- 
many altogether. Indeed, by September of 
1939, when war broke out with Poland, 
Germany’s Jewish population of approxi- 
mately 600,000 had been reduced to less 
than half that number. National Socialist 
policy at this stage was to rid Germany 
of its Jews at the expense of any country 
willing to take them. The property of Jews 
leaving Germany was confiscated by the 
Nazi State, leaving them as virtually pen- 
niless refugees. 

So long as there were affluent Jews to 
pillage and there existed a channel for 
mass emigration, the Nazis were quite 
happy to enjoy the proceeds and arrange 
for the Jews to leave. For a time, Hitler 
had even entertained the notion of reset- 
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tling the Jews of Nazi-occupied Europe 
on the relatively remote island of Mada- 
gascar, located some 240 miles off the 
east coast of South Africa. But when war 
broke out and Hitler failed to win a quick 
peace settlement with the Allies, after de- 
feating the French and driving the British 
off the European continent in the spring 
of 1940, that option had to be taken off 
the table. 

The leaders of Nazi Germany were ul- 
timately forced to deal with the presence 
of almost two million Jews in the areas 
of Poland they controlled, as well as the 
Jews who were still left in Germany. The 
immediate solution that the Nazi leaders 
came up with was to move all Jews into 
ghettos within the General Government. 
Almost half a million Jews were walled 
up in the Warsaw ghetto alone, while the 
rest were segregated in other ghettos and 
camps that were set up during the win- 
ter of 1939-40. Confined in these cruel 
circumstances and left to fend for them- 
selves, the weaker individuals eventu- 
ally began to die. In the Warsaw ghetto, 
44,630 inhabitants died during 1941, and 
in the Lodz ghetto, 30,000 of the original 
100,000 inhabitants died between May of 
1940 and June of 1942. 
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Going to the Ghetto 

The Nazi timetable regarding the treat- 
ment of Jews passed through several stag- 
es, but open persecution started soon after 
Hitler’s National Socialist regime came 
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At the entrance to Israel’s Department Store in Berlin on April 1, 1933, at the start of the Nazi 
boycott of Jewish-owned businesses, these storm troopers are holding placards that say, 
“Germans defend yourselves! Don’t buy from Jews.” 
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Almost half a million Jews were walled 


up in the Warsaw ghetto alone, while 


the rest were segregated in other 
ghettos and camps that were set up 


during the winter of 1939-40. 


Dealing Death to Jews 
The greatest concentration of Jews in 
Europe lay to the east of Germany, with 
more than three million in Poland (in- 
cluding more than a million in the area 
of Poland occupied by the Soviets after 
the invasion of September 1939), more 
than two million in the western part of the 
Soviet Union, and around a million and 
a half in Czechoslovakia, Hungary, and 
Romania. Within six months of the Nazi 
invasion of the Soviet Union in June of 
1941, the leaders of Nazi Germany found 
themselves occupying lands inhabited by 
another six million Jews, which was 10 
times as many as there had ever been in 
Germany. This sudden accumulation of 
unwanted Jews would require a change 
in policy, which was recognized early on 
and implemented after the Jewish reset- 
tlement program carried out by the Nazis 
during the winter of 1939-40. The activi- 
ties of the four special SS assassination 
units called Action Groups (Einsatzgrup- 
pen), which had been designed to follow 
behind the German army and 
eliminate civilian resistance, 
were stepped up. 

The work of the four Ac- 
tion Groups, each of which 
was composed of five hun- 
dred to a thousand men, is 
well documented, thanks to 
the reports sent to headquar- 
ters that survived the war 
and were used as evidence 
during the postwar trials of 
Nazi war criminals. Typical 
of the Action Group reports 
are these comments sent in 
from the Kiev sector: “In 
collaboration with the Group 
staff and two Kommandos of 
the Police Regiment South, 
the Sonderkommando 4a 
executed on 29th and 30th 
September 33,771 Jews.... 
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The transaction was carried out 
without friction. No incidents 
occurred.” And the following 
month: “The difficulties result- 
ing from such a large-scale ac- 
tion ... were overcome in Kiev 
by requesting the Jewish popu- 
lation through wall posters to 
move. Although only 5,000 to 
6,000 Jews had been expected at 
first, more than 30,000 arrived who until 
the very moment of their execution still 
believed in their resettlement, thanks to 
extremely clever organization.... Ap- 
proximately 75,000 Jews have been liq- 
uidated in this manner.” By the spring of 
1942, the Action Groups had succeeded 
in exterminating more than a million 
Jews and, by the end of the war, the final 
toll taken by the Action Groups, based on 
their meticulous and detailed reports, had 
reached close to two million. 

After the war, the leader of one of 
the Action Groups, Otto Ohlendorf, de- 
scribed how the massacres were nor- 
mally carried out: “The unit selected for 
this task would enter a village or city 
and order the prominent Jewish citizens 
to call together all Jews for the purpose 
of resettlement. They were requested to 
hand over their valuables to the leaders 
of the unit and shortly before the execu- 
tion to surrender their outer clothing. The 
men, women, and children were led to a 
place of execution which in most cases 


was located next to a more deeply ex- 
cavated anti-tank ditch. Then they were 
shot kneeling or standing, and the corpses 
thrown into the ditch.” 

Through the spring of 1942, the firing 
squads were the only method of liquida- 
tion used by the Action Groups. Over 
time, however, it was apparent that the 
executions of women and children in this 
manner were creating a mental strain on 
the killers. Himmler responded by order- 
ing that women and children should be ex- 
ecuted by gassing. Special gas vans were 
manufactured with the capacity to handle 
up to 30 persons and designed to kill by 
carbon monoxide poisoning in about 10 
minutes. The vans also proved to be un- 
popular, as unloading the vans had an 
even worse effect on the men than shoot- 
ing the victims, and their use among the 
Action Groups was eventually discontin- 
ued. However, huge gas vans were used 
extensively at the Chelmno extermination 
camp in Poland, where more than 300,000 
people were liquidated in this manner, ac- 
cording to documentation made available 
at the trials of war criminals before the 
Nuremberg Military Tribunals. 

Anticipating the logistical problems that 
Nazi Germany would face with millions of 
unwanted Jews under its control (approxi- 
mately 11 million by the time the empire 
of the Third Reich had reached its great- 
est extent, according to the minutes of the 
Wannsee Conference mentioned below) 


The four Action Groups were particularly active during the 
Nazi invasion of the Soviet Union, conducting mass executions 
behind German lines. Victims were often shot in the back of 
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the head and then dumped into a mass grave. 
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and the drain that those Jews would im- 
pose on vital resources needed for the war 
effort, Reichsmarshal Hermann Goring, 
second in power to only Hitler himself, 
sent a letter to SS Major General Reinhard 
Heydrich, chief of the Security Service and 
Security Police, on July 31, 1941, commis- 
sioning him to develop a formal plan for 
the final solution (Endlésung) of the Jew- 
ish question. In fact, the liquidation of Jews 
was already well under way, as the Action 
Groups had been exterminating the Jew- 
ish populations in Nazi-occupied areas for 
quite some time. Heydrich appointed his 
subordinate, SS Lieutenant Colonel Adolf 
Eichmann, to organize a meeting of the 
relevant administrative officials, in order 
to create a program for carrying out Goer- 
ing’s directive. The purpose of the meeting 
was to streamline the genocide operation 
and to coordinate the participation of the 
government ministries that were to be in- 
volved. Subsequently, a conference was 
held in the Berlin suburb of Wannsee on 
January 20, 1942, in which 15 top ministe- 
rial officials participated. 


Instituting the “Final Solution” 

Even though the Wannsee Conference was 
top secret, a copy of the minutes survived 
the war. Although the Nazis were notori- 
ous in their use of euphemisms, there can 
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immediately sent to the gas chambers. 


be little doubt what this passage from the 
Wannsee Conference minutes meant, re- 
garding the fate that was in store for the 
Jews under Nazi control: 


Under proper guidance, in the course 
of the final solution the Jews are to 
be allocated for appropriate labor in 
the East. Able-bodied Jews, sepa- 
rated according to sex, will be taken 
in large work columns to these areas 
for work on roads, in the course of 
which action doubtless a large por- 
tion will be eliminated by natural 
causes. The possible final remnant 
will, since it will undoubtedly con- 
sist of the most resistant portion, 
have to be treated accordingly, be- 
cause it is the product of natural se- 
lection and would, if released, act as 
the seed of a new Jewish revival (see 
the experience of history.) 


And, as Eichmann testified during his 
1961 trial in Jerusalem, “These gentle- 
men ... were discussing the subject quite 
bluntly, quite differently from the lan- 
guage that I had to use later in the record. 
During the conversation they minced no 
words about it at all.... They spoke about 
methods of killing, about liquidation, 
about extermination.” 


d by train at the Auschwitz-Birkenau extermination camp, a selection process took place. Those not fit for 


Other conferences followed the Wann- 
see meeting, presided over by Eichmann. 
After Heydrich was killed by Czech par- 
tisans in the spring of 1942, Eichmann re- 
ported directly to Himmler and was put in 
charge of organizing the mass movement 
of Jews to the labor and extermination 
camps operating in Poland, of which the 
most notorious was Auschwitz-Birkenau. 
Gassing was to replace firing squads as 
the preferred method of liquidation, as it 
was more efficient and the nasty work of 
clearing out the dead bodies from the gas 
chambers could be assigned to specially 
selected prisoners (Sonderkommandos). 

When a transport train of boxcars, usu- 
ally loaded with a couple thousand people, 
arrived at Auschwitz-Birkenau, the pris- 
oners were marched past a couple of SS 
doctors, who quickly decided which pris- 
oners were fit for work and which were 
to be sent immediately to the extermina- 
tion facilities. The outer rooms to the gas 
chambers were disguised to look like bath 
houses, with doors and walls bearing signs 
indicating that the prisoners were going to 
take a shower. While the prisoners were 
made to undress, music was sometimes 
piped to help put them more at ease. The 
naked prisoners were then led into the 
gas chamber, the staff quickly and silent- 
ly withdrew, and the doors were sealed. 
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prisoners were fit for work and 
were to be sent immediately to 


Xtermination facilities. 


Meanwhile, vans deceptively marked with 
the insignia of the Red Cross had brought 
up supplies of the Zyklon B granules, 
which released the gas in the gas cham- 
ber after the granules were poured through 
openings in the roof. 

When a period of 20 minutes or so 
had passed, the fumes from the poison 
gas were extracted by ventilators, after 
which the Sonderkommandos moved in, 
wearing gas masks and protective cloth- 
ing and carrying water hoses. They hosed 
down the corpses, dragged them out of 
the gas chamber, and loaded them into 
the elevator for the descent into the cre- 
matoria below. The mouths of the dead 
were inspected, and any gold teeth were 
yanked out with pliers and thrown into 
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acid baths. The valuable hair 
was shaved off the heads of the 
dead women and collected. Fi- 
nally, the corpses were fed in 
batches of three into one of the 
15 ovens, which made up the 
normal arrangement in each 
of the five crematoria. Using 
these fast-burning incinera- 
tors, specially designed to use 
the body fat of the corpses to 
speed up the process of their 
destruction, it was possible to 
turn 45 bodies to ashes in little more than 
20 minutes. That works out to 135 in an 
hour, or 3,240 in 24 hours. In the course 
of a year, just one of the five crematoria 
alone could dispose of around a million 
corpses, when operating at maximum 
capacity. And Auschwitz-Birkenau was 
only one of seven extermination camps 
(the others being Belzec, Chelmno, 
Maidanek, Sobibor, Stutthof, and Treb- 
linka). The problem in the extermination 
camps was never a matter of killing peo- 
ple but, rather, it was the disposal of the 
corpses. Mass burials in huge trenches, 
the original method of disposal before 
the installation of the special crematoria, 
were unhygienic and left the SS with the 
uneasy feeling that their dirty work might 
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During October and November of 1944, about 30,000 Jews, mostly women, were rounded up in Budapest, Hungary, and compelled to set out for 

Germany on foot. Most fell victim to the elements during the 150-mile forced march. 


be discovered. The administrators of the 
Final Solution were greatly relieved 
when the special crematoria proved to be 
so efficient. 


The Deniers Havent Made a Dent 


One of the main arguments put forward by 
Holocaust deniers is that the Nazis could 
not have disposed of millions of corpses 
without a trace. In that regard, the explana- 
tion above makes it very clear that Holo- 
caust deniers are laboring under a serious 
misconception. Another challenge thrown 
up by the Holocaust deniers is to question 
why no great heaps of ashes were found, 
given all of the bodies that the conven- 
tional wisdom says were incinerated. The 
answer to that question is easy to come by: 
The ashes of thousands of bodies could 
be loaded onto a truck, for example, and 
dumped into the nearest river. 

As mentioned earlier, one of the fun- 
damental tenets of Holocaust denial is 
that gas chambers were not used to liq- 
uidate Jews, despite the confession to 
British military authorities made by SS 
officer Josef Kramer, who was in charge 
of the gas chambers and crematoria at 
Auschwitz-Birkenau. In addition, Hans 
Stark, a member of the Auschwitz Ge- 
stapo, testified at the Auschwitz trial in 
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Dead bodies lie in rows at the German concentration camp near Nordhausen, after American 
troops liberated the camp during April of 1945. The American military government ordered 600 
men of the town to carry the corpses to burial trenches (visible in the background). 


Frankfurt in 1963 that gassings did, in- 
deed, take place. Stark told the court that 
the roof above the gas chamber was flat 
and had openings through which Zyklon 
B granules were poured. On at least one 
occasion, Stark himself poured the Zyk- 
lon B into the holes. Another eyewitness 
was Filip Miller, a Slovak Jew who ar- 
rived in Auschwitz in April of 1942. Miil- 
ler’s job was to move the corpses from 
the gas chamber to the ovens. Later, he 
was transferred to Birkenau to work in 
the crematoria there. In his written ac- 
count, Eyewitness Auschwitz: Three 
Years in the Gas Chamber, Miller pro- 
vided a description of the process: “When 
the last one had crossed the threshold, 
two SS leaders slammed shut the heavy 
iron-studded door which was fitted with 
a rubber seal, and bolted it.... The Un- 
terfiihrers [non-commissioned officers] 
on duty had gone onto the crematorium 
roof.... They removed the covers from 
the six camouflaged openings. There, 
protected by gas-masks, they poured the 
green-blue crystals of the deadly gas into 
the gas chamber.” 

Given all of the foregoing, one might 
be tempted to ask, “Aren’t Holocaust de- 
niers just a small fringe group unworthy 
of serious consideration?” One might 
be tempted to conclude that, but to let 
the arguments of Holocaust deniers go 
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unanswered presents a real and signifi- 
cant risk: If something is repeated often 
enough and not refuted, people will begin 
to believe it. The most prominent Holo- 
caust deniers are fairly knowledgeable 
about the Holocaust, compared to the av- 
erage person. Anyone who has not stud- 
ied the Holocaust and is not well versed 
in the specifics cannot properly question 
and answer the claims of Holocaust de- 
niers. For many people, the Holocaust is 
so unimaginably evil that an explanation 
claiming that it did not happen accord- 
ing to the conventional wisdom may be 
accepted with relief. But we know about 
the Holocaust through a convergence of 
evidence, such as the following: 

* Documents — letters, blueprints, or- 
ders, bills, speeches, articles, memoirs, 
confessions. 

¢ Testimony — accounts from survi- 
vors, Nazis, local townspeople. 

¢ Facilities — concentration camps, 
work camps, extermination camps. 

¢ Inferential evidence — population 
demographics. (The oft-cited figure of six 
million Jews liquidated is not, and was 
never intended to be, a precise account- 
ing. But that number would never have 
continued to be cited if it did not conform 
to the scholarly studies that followed the 
Holocaust and confirmed that tally.) 

¢ Photographs — official military and 
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press photographs, civilian photographs, 
photographs taken by survivors, aerial pho- 
tographs, German and Allied film footage. 

As Michael Shermer and Alex Grob- 
man point out in their book Denying 
History: Who Says the Holocaust Never 
Happened and Why Do They Say It?, 
“There is an assumption by deniers that 
if they can just find one tiny crack in 
the Holocaust structure, the entire edi- 
fice will come tumbling down. This is 
a fundamental flaw in their reasoning. 
The Holocaust is not a single event that 
a single fact can prove or disprove. The 
Holocaust was a myriad of events in a 
myriad of places and relies on a myriad 
of points of data that converge on one 
conclusion. Minor errors or inconsisten- 
cies here or there cannot disprove the 
Holocaust for the simple reason that 
these lone bits of data never proved it 
in the first place.” If anything positive 
can be said about Holocaust denial, it 
might possibly be this: It is like the de- 
fense attorney at a trial, who forces the 
prosecutor to make his case beyond a 
reasonable doubt. As for the Holocaust 
deniers themselves, they have not come 
anywhere near making their case beyond 
a reasonable doubt. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Targeting a Rap Studio 
Usaf-Ali Castle built a rap studio in his Ea- 
tonville, Florida, home so that he and his 
friends could record rap songs. Little did 
Castle know that on the night of March 1, 
he would be the victim of a bizarre burglary 
attempt at his studio. The Orlando Senti- 
nel reported that Castle and friends were in 
the middle of a late-night recording session 
when an armed man jumped through one 
of his windows. One of Castle’s friends, 
nicknamed “big homie Kash,” leaped up 
from where he was sitting and tackled the 
intruder, knocking a gun out of his hand. 
Castle grabbed the dropped weapon and 
pointed it at the intruder. “When they 
separated, I shot him like four, maybe five 
times,” Castle said. Police were called to 
the scene to discover the intruder dead on 
the floor. They later identified the deceased 
burglar as 20-year-old Clifford Johnson, 
who had a criminal record dating back 
to 2008 with arrests for aggravated bur- 
glary with a deadly weapon, among other 
charges. No one at the home was hurt, and 
Castle was grateful to survive the incident. 
“T feel pretty good today. I feel blessed... I 
feel like God [is] with me.... I feel like you 
can’t really be scared out here. I’m trying 
to protect myself the best I can.... I hope 
they never come back again,” he said to the 
Orlando Sentinel. 

Neighbor Naomi Atanacio expressed 
reservations about the rising crime in 
the neighborhood. She was the victim of 
break-in last year and has heard about sim- 
ilar crimes from other neighbors. “It’s get- 
ting a little out of control, and I honestly 
think Orange County needs to step it up,” 
she told the Orlando Sentinel. 


Dodgy Detroit 


The Motor City has experienced a series 
of justified self-defense shootings over 
the past few weeks. The Detroit News 
reported on February 28 about a Detroit 
homeowner who shot and killed a man 
as he was attempting to break into her 
home. The homeowner, a woman in her 
50s, warned the intruder to halt as soon 
as she saw him coming through a rear 
window of her house. When the intruder 
failed to listen, the woman was left with 
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no other option but to retrieve her hand- 
gun and fire at the man. Her shots hit him 
in the chest, which spun him around. The 
injured criminal attempted to escape but 
stumbled in the street and collapsed. He 
was pronounced dead after being taken to 
a nearby hospital. Detroit police stated that 
the woman will not be charged and that 
armed, law-abiding citizens have the right 
to defend themselves from harm. 

This latest episode of armed self-defense 
comes on the heels of three other incidents 
in the past week where residents fired on 
attackers. One of the incidents involved a 
woman being carjacked in her own drive- 
way. The woman pulled her gun and fired 
on the two assailants, fatally injuring one. 
That same day, a Detroit homeowner shot 
and killed one of two home invaders. Yet 
another incident occurred when a mother 
of two fired on armed burglars who broke 
into her home. 

Detroit police 3rd Deputy Chief Rod- 
ney Johnson told the Detroit News, “This 
seems to be sending a message to crimi- 
nals: It’s not safe to break into someone’s 
house.... These criminals need to find an- 
other vocation, because crime in Detroit 
no longer pays.” 


Shoot-out in the Garage 


Details are sketchy, but the Herald reported 
out of Lake Stephens, Washington, on Feb- 
tuary 25 that gunfire was exchanged dur- 
ing an attempted robbery at a garage. Po- 
lice were called to the scene of the shooting 
and were told that a man and a friend were 
working on a car in the garage when two 
armed strangers came in with their faces 
covered. The armed men demanded cash, 
but the homeowner’s friend retrieved a gun 
from a vehicle and shot one of the suspects. 
The other suspect turned and ran away and 
is still being sought by police. The suspect 
who was shot is in his early 40s and was 
taken to a nearby hospital, where he was 
listed in serious condition. Neighbors were 
shocked by the news of the violent crime. 
“Tt’s Just very surprising, because we’re out 
here, we’re a peaceful rural area usually.... 
You only hear about that in the city, but ’'m 
sure everyone says that,” a neighbor told 
King5 News. 


Hypothermic Reaction 


The Duluth News Tribune, out of Minneso- 
ta, reported on February 26 about how the 
cold winter weather helped the police catch 
a suspect. A resident was awakened by the 
sound of his door opening in the middle of 
the night. He hopped out of bed, grabbed 
his handgun, and confronted an intruder in 
his living room. The homeowner phoned 
the police while he held the suspect at gun- 
point. At some point, the suspect became 
irate and reached for his waistband. The 
homeowner, fearing the suspect was reach- 
ing for a gun, fired his own weapon three 
times at the suspect, without hitting him, 
but the suspect fled from the scene. 

The police arrived after the suspect 
fled and searched the surrounding perim- 
eter. Deputies followed a set of tracks in 
the snow 50 yards into a woods, where 
they found the suspect hiding in a snow 
bank behind a tree and arrested him. The 
man was treated for hypothermia and was 
charged with burglary. 


Girl Shoots Cougar 


The Associated Press reported on Feb- 
ruary 25 about an incident that showed 
armed self-defense isn’t limited to human 
predators. The Washington State Fish and 
Wildlife Department said an 11-year-old 
girl shot and killed a cougar that was fol- 
lowing her 14-year-old brother. The day 
before she shot the cat, the father of the 
children had chased the same cougar 
away. On the day of the incident, the boy 
went out to feed the family dogs when he 
spotted the cougar following him. His fa- 
ther yelled for him to return to the house 
immediately, which he turned to do, the 
cougar following closely behind him. The 
daughter had a tag to hunt cougars and 
fired at the animal, killing it. 

The Washington State Fish and Wildlife 
Department has issued five special permits 
allowing hunters to use dogs to track and 
kill cougars in response to a series of atyp- 
ical events involving cougars this winter. 
Fish and Wildlife agents say there might 
be an increase in the cougar population, 
or the existing ones may be having trouble 
finding deer, which are their usual prey. 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Opening the Preschool 
Door to Nationalization 


ITEM: President Barack Obama, in an- 
nouncing his $3.9 trillion budget for fis- 
cal year 2015 on March 4, called for more 
federal “investment” in education, among 
other priorities. While visiting the Powell 
Elementary School in Washington, D.C., 
he said, “My budget,” said the president, 
making a reference to the children gath- 
ered for the announcement, is “designed 
with their generation and future genera- 
tions in mind.” 
ITEM: The New York Times for March 5, 
in an article entitled “Obamas Budget Is 
Populist Wish List and an Election Blue- 
print,” reported that the president “again 
proposed spending $76 billion over 10 
years to help states provide high-quality 
preschool education to all 4-year-olds, 
given studies showing the lifelong ben- 
efits of early education, and to pay for it 
by raising tobacco taxes.” 
ITEM: The editors of the New York Times, 
while understanding the budget as written 
will not pass, obviously wished it would in 
many regards — praising the president for 
trying to “break free of the austere budget 
caps demanded by Republicans in 2011.” 
The March 5 editorial also hailed the pres- 
ident’s “proposal to help states provide 
pre-school for all 4-year-olds,” describing 
that as “one of the most important tools 
for reducing income inequality.” 
CORRECTION: When it is all said and done, 
it is the politicians who say it and the tax- 
payers who do it. In this case, however, 
even what is being said is dubious. The 
president, for example, claims that the pub- 
lic investment in schools has been “allowed 
to wither,” which is simply not the case. 
Rather, what is actually being done by 
the federal government is the spending 
of additional money that we don’t have 
— each one of the children being used 
as props for the president’s recent budget 
remarks (as well as every other citizen) 
currently owes more than $55,000 for his 
share of the National Debt — a figure 
than has increased, on average, by $2.73 
billion daily since September 30, 2012. 
The idea that the federal government 
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Preschool politics: President Obama visits a Washington, D.C., preschool to talk about his 2015 
budget proposal, which includes greatly increased spending on preschool programs. 


has been operating on an “austerity” bud- 
get, as claimed by the New York Times and 
the current resident of the White House, 
is, to say it as charitably as possible, an 
awful misuse of the truth. The federal gov- 
ernment spent $2.98 trillion in 2008; the 
president’s proposed budget for next year 
would again spend all of that — plus yet 
another $1 trillion. 

Despite the fact that education, consti- 
tutionally and traditionally (until relatively 
recently in our history), has been a matter 
for the states and local governments, that 
has changed. And the change has not been 
for the better. 

So the president wants to hit us with 
more of the same — but even harder. Not 
everybody has been fooled. Representa- 
tive Paul Ryan (R-Wis.), chairman of the 
House Budget Committee, recently over- 
saw the issuance of a critical report about 
federal programs on education (as well 
as poverty and housing), using facts, not 
wishful thinking. 

Some of the findings concerning edu- 
cation have been summarized by Joy 
Pullman of the Heartland Institute. The 
analysis was prepared as a counter to the 
president’s “renewed push for further 
redistributive taxes and social welfare.” 
The committee urged “overhauling social 
spending, including $94.4 billion every 


year in funds for education programs such 
as Head Start (birth through preschool 
programs), K-12 funds aimed at poor chil- 
dren, and Pell Grants for college students.” 

The report, as noted by research fellow 
Pullman, pointed to the reality 


that many still prefer to ignore: 
“inflation-adjusted spending per 
pupil has nearly tripled over the past 
four decades with largely stagnant 
achievement to show for it.” Not 
only does federal education spend- 
ing typically accomplish nothing, it 
may even harm kids. The report notes 
research showing daycare vouchers 
aimed at getting single moms into the 
workforce can actually end up mak- 
ing them worse moms and their kids 
less healthy; Head Start may actually 
make some kids worse at math; and 
for every $1 they get in Pell Grants, 
some colleges increase tuition $4. 
Yes, that’s a quadrupling of college 
tuition, thanks to federal “help.” 


There are many problems with education, 
but a lack of federal spending is not high 
among them. The feds have assuredly not 
been ignoring early education, though the 
nation would likely be better off if that had 
been the case. According to the Govern- 
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ment Accountability Office (GAO), there 
are currently 45 such early-education pro- 
grams, already costing taxpayers around 
$20 billion a year. In addition, as pointed 
out by Lindsay Burke and Brittany Corona 
in a Heritage Foundation “Issue Brief,” 
more than “three-quarters of the nation’s 
four-year-olds are already enrolled in 
some form of pre-school, raising questions 
about demand for new federal spending 
and programs.” 

And how are those programs doing? 
Not well, contrary to many of the claims 
of the liberal media and the White House. 
There is little convincing evidence that 
federal programs — particularly Head 
Start, which started in 1965 and serves 
largely three- to five-year-olds — have 
had a significant positive long-term effect 
on participants, certainly not when mea- 
sured against the gazillions spent. Even 
the federal government’s own research 
has found as much, as the House Budget 
Committee observed in March. 

As the committee report (“The War On 
Poverty: 50 Years Later’’) put it: Health and 
Human Services has concluded that Head 
Start, “as a whole, is failing to prepare chil- 
dren for school.” Student outcomes were 
not improved, noted the report. Cited, for 
instance, was a 2010 study that found “that 
Head Start has little to no impact on the 
cognitive and social emotional skills, par- 
enting, or health status.” In addition, 


any impact that the program may 
have had had faded by the time the 
student completed first grade. For in- 
stance, across 22 measures, the study 
found no statistically significant ... 
cognitive effects for either the three- 
or four-year-old cohorts through the 
first grade. For the three-year-old 
cohort, there was one significant 
favorable impact ... across the 19 
measures through kindergarten (oral 
comprehension). But there was also 
one significant unfavorable impact 
(math). So when the three-year-old 
cohort reached kindergarten, their 
math scores were actually worse than 
the students who had not attended 
Head Start. 
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There was also follow-up federal research 
conducted about the Head Start program. 
A study in 2012, also noted in the Budget 
Committee report, demonstrated very lim- 
ited results. Head Start, it was found, 


had “few impacts on children in 
kindergarten through 3rd grade.” 
For instance, by the end of the third 
grade, the study showed Head Start 
failed to show statistically significant 
. cognitive effects for either the 
three- or four-year-old cohorts. For 
the four-year-old cohort, there was 
one significant favorable impact ... 
across the 11 measures through third 
grade (the Early Childhood Longitu- 
dinal Study-kindergarten reading). 
However, “at the end of 3rd grade 
[for the 3-year-old cohort], there was 
suggestive evidence ... of an unfa- 
vorable impact — the parents of the 
Head Start group children reported a 
significantly lower child grade pro- 
motion rate than the parents of the 
non-Head Start group children.” 


Making matters worse, it emerges that, as 
shown ina GAO investigation, Head Start 
is “vulnerable to fraud.” As the GAO un- 
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Pricey preschool: Preschoolers in Oregon have lunch as part of the Head Start program. Oregon 


covered, “Head Start employees actively 
encouraged fictitious families to misrep- 
resent their eligibility for the program.” 
This included disregarding income to 
make over-income families fit under the 
income requirements. GAO noted that 
“this would have had the effect of filling 
slots reserved for under-income children 
with over-income children.” 

If a private enterprise spent $8 billion 
annually (today’s Head Start total), and it 
turned out to be ineffective, the chances 
are pretty good that it wouldn’t last for 
decades. 

If parents see value in paying for their 
children to go to preschool, and many 
do, why use the force of government to 
compete against their private education 
providers? Here are two answers: to buy 
votes from interest groups and to shoehorn 
students into one-size-fits-all standards 
that can be better controlled from the top. 

When you can force people to support 
your efforts, by having the federal govern- 
ment squeeze taxpayers, other effective- 
ness is secondary. 

The criticism of the federal govern- 
ment’s existing efforts in early education, 
among other areas, is not just a partisan or 
ideological disagreement — though those 


spends more money per student on preschool than almost every other state. 
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Third-grader Erin Uecker works on a grammar lesson at an elementary school in South Dakota, 
a State that has implemented Common Core curriculum in its classrooms. The decision to use 
Common Core has drawn criticism from many educators in South Dakota and elsewhere. 


should not be disqualifying objections. The 
left-wing Washington Post has also found 
much to fault. It isn’t hard to do — though 
the leaders of teachers’ unions do seem in- 
capable of seeing beyond dollar signs. 

In a Post piece in late January, Valerie 
Strauss showed the wide disparity be- 
tween what the president has been say- 
ing on education and reality. During the 
State of the Union speech, for instance, 
Obama gave great play to his “signature 
education program” called Race to the 
Top. Yet, as she wrote, the president gave 
nary a hint 


about the controversy its reform de- 
mands on states that accept federal 
funding has stoked for years. He said 
the Race has “helped states raise ex- 
pectations and performance” with 
“the help of governors from both 
parties,” a reference to the Common 
Core State Standards, which he did 
not mention by name most likely 
because there is a growing revolt 
against the initiative in many parts of 
the country. Some states, in fact, are 
actually changing the standards and 
dropping the Common Core name 
because they don’t want to be associ- 
ated with it. 
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More is involved than the waste of billions 
of tax dollars. When the federal govern- 
ment gets involved, there is a definite ten- 
dency for it to “crowd out” other state and 
local programs — or private preschools — 
that might well be working better. 

Washington is good at some things, how- 
ever, and bribing state and local politicians 
with “free” money from the federal coffers 
is a tried-and-true practice. This has been 
proven once more with the pushing of the 
“Common Core” standards via the central 
government. Even as Washington is trying 
to concentrate decision-making, it is also 
claiming that Common Core is run by the 
states. Hardly. When there are federal dol- 
lars involved, the federal government gen- 
erally calls the important shots. 

Since even the dullest educrats are 
aware that the hoi polloi is suspicious of 
central control, there has been a facade 
erected that Common Core standards, for 
example, are run by the states. 

But the states are first hooked to the 
federal funding. Too many state and local 
politicians can’t stand the withdrawal 
symptoms, so they capitulate to be able to 
plump up their budgets. This pattern has 
been repeated for decades with education 
and other programs. The day of reckoning 
inevitably arrives. 


Eventually, so the plan goes, the states 
and localities will submit to keep the fed- 
eral flow of money in the pipeline. As col- 
umnist George Will has commented, what 
might begin with 


mere national standards must breed 
ineluctable pressure to standardize 
educational content. Targets, metrics, 
guidelines and curriculum models all 
induce conformity in instructional 
materials. Washington already is en- 
couraging the alignment of the GED, 
SAT and ACT tests with the Common 
Core. By a feedback loop, these tests 
will beget more curriculum confor- 
mity. All of this will take a toll on 
parental empowerment, and none of 
this will escape the politicization of 
learning like that already rampant in 
higher education. 


Belatedly, but unsurprisingly, it turns out 
federal money isn’t “free,” after all. Mi- 
chael McShane, a research fellow at the 
American Enterprise Institute, reminded 
readers of U.S. News & World Report that 
earlier this year the state of Maryland an- 
nounced “it would need $100 million to 
get schools up to speed to administer the 
[Common Core] tests.” The states have 
found themselves, wittingly or not, en- 
snared by the greenbacks being doled out 
from Uncle Sam. 

The political phrase being pushed this 
election cycle is that of “income equal- 
ity,” words that also fit much of the class- 
warfare rhetoric being employed. This 
cuts both ways. As Senator Mike Lee (R- 
Utah) put it after the State of the Union 
address, in his response for the Tea Party 
Express, the Obama administration and 
its allies insist that the “real problem is 
‘inequality’ itself. Inequality — real in- 
equality — is trapping poor children in 
failing schools to benefit bureaucrats and 
union bosses.” 

There are plenty of lessons available 
about the ills and dangers of centralized 
government indoctrination. Yet, if experi- 
ence is really the best teacher, many of us 
are still mighty poor pupils. Ml 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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How Oklahomans Beat the Con-Con 


“Whenever our affairs go ob- 
viously wrong, the good sense 
of the people will interpose 
and set them to rights.”’ 

— Thomas Jefferson, 1789 


efferson would be proud 
J of the constitutionally 
minded citizens of Okla- 
homa and their recent defeat 
of the forces pushing for a sec- 
ond constitutional convention. 

The Oklahoma State House 
of Representatives decided not 
to vote to apply for a consti- 
tutional convention (con-con) 
under the authority of Article 
V of the Constitution. Put sim- 
ply, the votes needed to ap- 
prove the con-con application were not there, and the project is 
now dead in Oklahoma, at least until next year’s legislative session. 

Dr. Mike Ritze, a key member of the constitutionally minded 
bloc of the Oklahoma House of Representatives that success- 
fully derailed the con-con locomotive in the Sooner State, told 
THE NEW AMERICAN that the fight was close and the hour was 
late, but in the end a majority of his colleagues decided “they 
did not want to open the Pandora’s box of a con-con.” Ritze 
supports state nullification of unconstitutional federal laws as 
the far safer approach for reining in the federal government. 

In January, State Representative Gary Banz filed a resolution 
(HJR 1083) with the Oklahoma State Legislature asking the state to 
apply for an Article V convention. Immediately after filing his call 
for a con-con, Banz scheduled several events in Oklahoma featur- 
ing appearances by several of the leading spokesmen of the Con- 
vention of the States (COS) movement. The goal of the meetings 
was to give the COS presenters time to convince audiences that 
an Article V Convention is the only hope for saving the Republic. 

Members of The John Birch Society (JBS), the Eagle Forum, 
and other constitutionalist organizations attended one of the COS 
presentations, on January 26 at the American Legion Hall in Del 
City, Oklahoma. The incorrect information they were provided 
gave them the ammunition they needed to go on the offensive. 

On February 4 and again on February 11, about 30 citizen 
activists descended on the State Capitol in Oklahoma City, 
informing legislators of the risks associated with calling for 
an Article V convention of the states, including giving leg- 
islators historical examples of how such a convention could 
quickly exceed its mandate and cause irreparable harm to the 
Constitution. They also reminded their elected representatives 
of the undeniable fact that Congress doesn’t recognize current 
restrictions on their power and would be unlikely to change 
their ways if new amendments were added. 
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Next, on February 18, the 
Oklahoma House Judiciary 
Committee met to vote on the 
con-con resolution. The mea- 
sure passed narrowly, eight to 
seven. The forces of liberty 
were starting to see the oppo- 
sition weaken. 

How were constitutional- 
ists able to so successfully 
convince legislators to not call 
for an Article V convention, 
especially in light of so much 
money that was spent by the 
COS and their legislative al- 
lies? Here’s the inside story 
as told by Bob Donohoo, a 
volunteer leader of The John 
Birch Society in Oklahoma, 
who was instrumental in the victory: 


For the next several weeks thousands of e-mails and calls 
from members of the John Birch Society in Oklahoma and 
like-minded friends went to Oklahoma State Representa- 
tives giving reasons why they should oppose HJR 1083. 
I even took a copy of the minutes from the 1787 Phila- 
delphia Convention over to the house of the co-author of 
HJR 1083, Representative Lewis Moore, and showed him 
the recorded comments and votes surrounding the devel- 
opment of Article VII of our current constitution and the 
lengths they were willing to go even at the expense of what 
was previously committed to by the states. Representative 
Moore responded by removing his name as a co-author of 
HJR 1083 and agreed to vote against it. 


On March 11, after taking an informal poll of members of the 
state House to measure the support for the con-con resolution, 
Speaker of the House Jeff Hickman informed Dr. Ritze that HJR 
1083 would not be brought to the floor of the House for a vote. 

As for news out of other states, the Indiana, Washington, and 
Oregon State legislatures have adjourned without any Article V 
Convention application resolutions being introduced in 2014, 
and Wyoming’s con-con bills didn’t get enough support for in- 
troduction in a budget year. John Birch Society teams killed 
con-con resolutions in Idaho, New Hampshire, South Dakota, 
Utah, and Virginia. So for 2014, con-con resolutions have been 
derailed in Idaho, Indiana, New Hampshire, Oklahoma, Oregon, 
South Dakota, Utah, Virginia, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Although the news out of Oklahoma, and other states where 
the con-con is being defeated, is encouraging, the fight isn’t 
over. As Thomas Jefferson also said, “The price of liberty is 
eternal vigilance.” 
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States Should Enforce, 
Not Revise, the Constitution! — Reprint 


The states should rein in our out-of-control federal govern- 
ment by enforcing the Constitution through nullification 
of unconstitutional federal laws, rather than by revising 
the Constitution through an inherently risky constitutional 
convention process. (Reprint) (2010, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPENRC 


Beware of Con-Cons — DVD 

A 12-minute DVD video featuring three state legislators who urge 
their fellow state legislators to vote against any resolution calling 
for a constitutional convention (Con-Con). (2011, 12min, sleeved 
DVD, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea.) Also available in CD format. *Sold in 
clear plastic sleeve only. DVDBCC 

**30-minute expanded version also available, call for details or go 
to ShopJBS.org. 
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How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution — Reprint 


The constitutional convention (con-con) proposed by the Compact for America Initiative would 
pose an unacceptably high risk of damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides the informa- 
tion needed to defeat this new con-con initiative in state legislatures and Congress. (Reprint) 
(2013, 8pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPCFA 


Beware of Article V 

This 36-minute video emphasizes the inability of state legislators to prevent a “runaway” federal 
constitutional convention. 

Sleeved DVD (2009, 36min, 1/$1.00; 11/$0.90ea; 21/$0.80ea; 50/$0.75ea; 100/$0.70ea) DVDBAF. 
Cased DVD (2009, 36min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; 100/$225.00) DVDBAFC. Audio CD (2009, 
36min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100+/$0.70ea) CDBAF 


Levin’s Risky Proposal: 

A Constitutional Convention — Reprint 

This article critiques Mark Levin’s basic arguments in favor of a constitutional conven- 
tion in his book Liberty Amendments. (Reprint) (2013, 8pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 
1,000/$300.00) RPLRP 


— 


QUANTITY TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 
Er ]BS.org = Mail completed form to: OhAO 
ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 7 
_ APPLETON, WI 54912 7 
Order Online: www. ShopJBS.org lO Se 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 Order Online 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD SHIPPING/HANDLING i | 
SUBTOTAL TTS TAX. (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL City State Zip 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. C) Check O VISA O Discover fees 2 2 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (©) MasterCard QO American Express MISNMC;Dcore Anean ress 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 f ‘ur Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call Signature 140407 
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CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


